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Tue case or Harvine v. Caowxe, a note of which 
will be found in our impression of last week, raised, 
although not for the first time, and decided after a 
manner, @ question of great importance to attorneys. 
An attorney had compromised an action of ejectment, 
as:he alleged, with the knowledge and sanction of his 





client, who denied this allegation, and repudiated the } 


compromise, in pursuance of which, however, judgment 
had been entered up, and the question was argued u 

a rule being obtained to set aside the judgment. The 
Court considered ‘‘the best way to dispose of the case 
was to simply discharge the rule, because the defendants 
had their remedy-against the attorney if he had exceeded 
his soso a This decision, therefore, leaves open the 
question whether the rights of the other party to the 
action under the compromise are at all dependent upon 
the special authority of the attorney ith em it is 
effected. ‘There would of course be no question where 
the client of the attorney could be shown to have 
sanctioned the compromise; and where there is a 
conflict of evidence upon this point between the 
attorney and the client, the Court could hardly 
decide otherwise than it did in Harding v. Chowne. 


But, surely it is time that it should be settled as- 


an abstract question, independent of the varying 
circumstances of particular cases, whether an attorney 
acting under a general'retainer has power to compro- 
mise an action or a suit without communicating with 
his client—in other words, whether such a compromise 
would be valid and binding upon the client without any 
evidence of his assent, or notwithstanding subsequent 
evidence to the contrary. In the well-known case 
of Fray v. Vowles, 7 W. R. 446, Lord Campbell, C. J., 
and Justices Erle and Crompton, all were of opinion 
that, as -a general principle, there was impliedly 
such power in the attorney to the extent that 
he might compromise an action without communi- 
cating with his client, but not against the client's 
express prohibition; and even where the attorney was 
prohibited. by the client from compromising. Lord 
Campbell-was of opinion that as between the client and 


third parties it would poy be good, although as 


between the client and the attorney, the latter might be 
called to account by the former, as was done in the case of 
Fray v. Vowles. in the more celebrated case of Swinfen 
v. Swinfen,6 W. R. 10, which raised the question directly 
between party and party, Sir J. Romilly, M. R., was 
strongly of opinion that an attorney had no more power 
to compromise a cause, than to sell the subject matter in 
litigation. The decision in Harding v. Chowne pro- 
ceeds upon a different view, bat it docs not distinctly 
decide that, as between party and party, a compromise 
entered into between one party and the attorney of 
another, is of itself binding. 

Porviar Presupices die hard, especially when they 
ate fastened upon venerable institutions. A corre- 
spondent of the Times writes very angrily to that jour- 
nal about the refusal of the Emigration Commissioners 
to have anything to do with the application of a legacy 
of £25,000, which-a benevolent gentleman residing near 
Southampton recently bequeathed for distribution in 
small sums among poor Government emigrants. Upon 
the Commissioners declining the task of superintending 
this charity, we are informed by the writer that 

The matter went into Chancery, to be subjected to the fining- 
down process for which that inestimable court is so famous. 
Here, however, Vice-Chancellor Page Wood saw the matter in 
a very different light. The bequest might be very useful, and 
must be made practicable, A scheme must be prepared, and 
trystees be appointed tp carry it out-of course under the 





sanction of the Court, which, as we know, seldom quits relin- 
quishes its hold of any fund it has once ‘clutched. ; 


This is a fair specimen of the way in which the Court 
of Chancery is made responsible for its old sins. - Every 
fact relating to the court in this letter reflects credit 
upon it, and the writer unconsciously makes out @ strong 
case, showing not only the absolute necessity for such a 
tribunal to protect and administer charity fands, but also | 
the speedy, effective, and inexpensive manner in which 
its duties are now disch . “The matter went into 
seaneer to be Pag nit &e. ; one hv! from its 

avin n in subje to any “ fining down 

vem," it was at once disposed of in a canenee eaitiealy 
satisfactory even to grumblers, It. ought by this time 
to be generally known that under the new practice of 
the Court of Chancery, and especially under the Chari- 
table Trusts Acts of aie as eh proceedings relating 
to charity funds are rendered extremely eo and in- 
expensive. It is a different matter where any question 
exists as to the charitable character of the funds; as 
where, for instance, a bequest is contested by the repre- 
sentatives of the eee. a cases the —— of 
the litigation will depend, of course, m upon 
the aaeaeh of the at y at stake, and the character 
of the litigants. But whenever the fund is admittedly 
devoted to charity, as in the case mentioned by the writer 
in the Times, it may always be secured and appropriated 
to its proper objects by the Court of Chancery in as ex- 
peditious and satisfactory a manner as appears 'to have 
been in that case. 


Tue New Ruizs for regulating the precoder in the 
Turkish Consular Courts, have recently been promual-. 
gated. They introduce some novel features into 
the administration of justice in those courts. They | 
contain the following, among other provisions:— 
Where parties between whom a suit might be instituted 
are as to any question of fact, or of law, to be 
determined between them, they may proceed to the trial 


‘of such question without petition or other pleading, 


may enter into.an agreement in writing, to be embodied 
in an order of the Court, that, upon the. finding of the 
Court in the affirmative or negative, a fixed. sum of 
money shall be.paid by one of the parties to the other, 
with or without any costs, In cases where the amount 
of the claim is under £20, proceedings are tc be com- 
menced by summons, and the suit disposed of in. a sum- 
mary way. A summary. mode of procedure is provided 
for the administration of the property of deceased. per- 
sons, and thereunder creditors, legatees, and: next of 
kin may obtain, as of course, a summons requiring 
executors or administrators to show cause why an order 
for administration should not be made. If extreme 
urgency or other peculiar circumstances render it. neces- 
sary, the Court may issue such summons, and make such 
order of its own motion ez officio, or on the information 
of an officer of the court. Suits on bills of exchange or 
promissory notes may be commenced by summons, and 
disposed of in a summary way ; no appeal is given in. 
respect of decisions in such suits. Suits for the reeovery 
of sums of £20 and upwards, are to be commenced b 
petition; and where two or more distinct causes of 
are stated in such petition, the Court may direct differ~ 
— to be made up. Me Bo where it is in- 
ten to a to the Supreme rt, application must 
be. made Hoag om ody ser decision is to: be 
from, for leave to appeal. Summary orders for injunc- 
tion, sequestration of money or goods, or to stop @ pass~ 
port or clearance of a ship, may be made by the Court. 
Any British subject may, in his lifetime, deposit for safe 
custody, in the supreme or other consular court, his own 
a eee — his own seal and the seal of the 
Jourt; and other provisions are made np pro- 
ceedings in orebede and administration on ofa 
British subject. Provision is also made for the regula- 
tion of the procedure in criminal matters.. The rules 
appear to have been very carefully framed, and well 
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suited to answer the purpose for which they have been 
drawn up. © 

Tux Law Amenpment Socierrx has at | found 
a rival in a new association, which ig being formed for 
the purpose of urging sweeping and organic changes in 
our system of legal procedure. prospectus con- 
tains the following statement of the principles and 
objects of the association :— 

The first principle is, that “ Every right and obligation con- 
ferred or imposed, by the law, should be. enforceable at all 
times, and, as far as possible, within reach of all places alike.” 

The second is that “ The appearance of both parties before 
the judge should be the first step in every cause.’ 

In pursuance of the first of the principles above laid down, 
the society will point out the folly and injustice of thé present 
antiquated system of terms, vacations, and circuits, which 
governs the superior courts, under which there are three fall 
courts, sitting simultaneously during only twelve weeks, séat- 
tered over the year in bunthes of three, under which country 
causes can only be tried im the country twice s-year, and 
London causes can only be tried in London at certain limited 
times, and with unseemly haste and ruinous delay, and under 
which no cause whatever can be tried between the beginning of 
August and the beginning of November. 

The Society will point out that, if we had one superior 
court with fifteen judges, instead of three courts each con- 
sisting of five judges, then one judge sitting every day through- 
out the year would clear off all the Londoh and Middlesex 
causes (which number about 1,200 per annum); one judge 
would suffice for the criminal busines’ in the metropolis ; one 
would do all the work at chambers; a full court of four judges 
could be always sitting and accessible; and seven judges, by 
going down once 2 month to one or two towns in each of the 
circuit districts, would, in ten days, clear off all the civil and 
criminal business, which averages ten causés and thirty-five 
prisoners per month to each citcuit. Causes would thus be 
tried as rapidly in the superior as in the inferior or county 
courts, and one month would be substituted for six months as 
the maximum of time during which an accused person would 
lie in gaol waiting for his trial. 


Tue Rusdivrion or tar Councrt of the Incorporated 
Law Society, prohibiting in future the publication of 
the examination questions, a to have caused less 
commotion amongst articled clerks than might have 
been expected. We have not heard that any attempt 
has been made by them to induce the Council to 
rescind the resolution, and there is now no reason to 
suppose that it will not be strictly carried into effect. 
In that case it is to be hoped that the Council will give 
candidates & more definite and precise notion of the 

ial subjects for ¢xamination than has hitherto been 

ed to them, or than was nec while the 

= published from term to term left little to be 
esired on this subject. : 

Bt. Keene, of the Chancery Bar, has been appointed 
by the Lord Chancellor peru fh oon ed of p a 
of the Court of Chancery sitting in tey, during 
the absence (on account of illness) of Mr. maid 
Vizard. Mr. Keene is of fifteen years’ standing at the 
Chancery Bar, and has had considerable experience as 
an equity draftsman and conveyancer. The appointment 
will give general satisfaction in the profession, as.Mr, 
Keene is peculiarly well qualified for the office from 
having been so lorig Prisinth. in actual practice. 

Ma. Epwanp Warrer Witt1amson was, on Thursday 
last, elected Secretary of the Incorporated Law geo 
For. some time before and since the death of Mr. 


Maugham, the late secretary; Mr. Williamson has dis-. 


charged the duties of assistant-stcretary of the society 
in & manner which, we believe, has given the highest 
satisfaction, not only to the Council and to the members 
but also to all other persons who have any connection 
with the Law Institution, and the appointment cannot 
fail to be very generally acceptable. 
if FOLLOWING GENTLEMEN were called to the Bar 
on thé 26th instant :— 
Inter ‘Temple ‘—William Grantham, Esq., William 





Arundell Yeo, Esq., James Marshall Esq. 
Albert Venn Di ag aici sen , Alex- 
ander Mortimer, Esq., Erlysman y, Esq., James 
Thomas Foard, Esq., Henry Mason yy . Fre- 
deric Thomas Durell Led a % ph Forster, 
Esq., and Robert Barclay Chapman, 4 

Middle Temple:—William Tayler, John om 
Gough, Esq., William Robertson, Esq., Wi ai 
Makins, Esq., — Graham Lawson, Esq., Fleming 
Smythe, Esq., and John Leybourne Goddard, Esq: 

Lincoln’s-inn :—Isambard Brunel, <4? a 
Cardwell, Esq., James Henry Ramsay, 4 Thomas 
Godfrey Faussett, Esq., Frederick Whitting, Tho 
mas Erskine Holland, Esq., Joseph Henry Warner, 

, James Weston, Esq., Edward Mon Earle 

Welby, Esq., Marwood Tucker, Esq., John Cutler, Esq., 
Edmond Henry Wodehouse, Esq., Henry Montagu 
Doughty, ‘tree Jobe Perring, Esq., Frederick 
tus urgett, . John Henry Brougham Vivian, rm 
Francis Nethersole Cates, Lsq., Decimus Sturges; Esq., 
_ Henry Stewart, Esq., and Mutu Coomarasamy, 

sq. 

Tae Law Amenpmestt Soctery will meet on Mon- 


day next, the 2nd of February, at eight o’¢lock, when 
the following resolution will be moved by Mr. — 
“ That quithering the valuable and | ed services 
of the Right Hon. Lord Brougham, President of 


this Society, in the cause of Law Reform, and ly 
with reference to the treatment and hment of 
criminals, the Society have learned with regret the 
omission of his Lordship’s name from the al Com- 
mission recently issued to inquire into the Bere of 
convict discipline, and desire to place on the minutes 
their protest against such omission.” Mr. G. J. Shaw 
Lefevre will read a paper on the “Discipline of the 
Bar.” ‘The chair is to be taken by R. P. , Esq, 
QC., M-P. 


7 2 
Tar Norrnern Circurt, it is rumoured, is to, be 
divided, and that Mr, Baron Martin will be the last 
senior judge to preside over the whole circuit. After 
the division part will es the old Midland Circuit and 
the remainder wijl be known as the North-west Circuit. 


Tue Master or tae Roxxs will swear in solicitors 
to-day, at Four o’clock, at the Rolls Court. 


Sm Wiiu1am Joun Avexanper, Bart, Q.C., has 
been appointed Attorney-General to, the Prince of 
Wales ; and also one of the council of His Royal High- 
ness. 

Mr. Francis Suarr Powexn, of the Common Law 
Bar, is a candidate for the representation of Cambridge, 
vacant by the retirement of Mr. A. Steuart. 


A vacancy has occurred among the of the 
Court of Exchequer, by the death of Mr. H. Forde. 


Tur Law MaAcazine for February the Ist contains a 
complete report of the case of Seymour y. erworth. 





WINDING-UP UNDER THE COMPANIES ACT, 1862, 

The pre for the formation of joint stock 
companies suggests to lawyérs the s study of those 
clauses of the Companies’ Act of last session which 
relate to winding-up. Judging from Page = Ape 
by the ddv ng columns of the daily press, a good 
deal of this kind of business may be soon expected ; and 
as the Act introduces considerable, and some organic, 
changes in this branch of law, it is desirable that our . 
readers should have, without delay, at least a general 
notion of the enactménts now in force in reference to 
all companies the winding-up of which had not com- 
menced before the 2nd of November, 1862. 


It is first to be observed that the Act repeals all the 
old Winding-up Acts, except the 13 & 14 Vict. c. 83, 
which is confined to railway companies. All other 


companies, within the definition of the Act, including 

















say. et +2" = 


ence to 
st com- 


all the 
> Ce 83, 
1 other 
cluding 





Jan. $1, 1863. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


23 


~I 








e * parti association, or company,” consisting 
of more than members, beets under the 
aerial yc A distinction, nt agen 


differences of a very arbitrary character. Two of these 
however, are not so, and are worthy of mention here; 
one is that it is peculiar to the case of a 
company that there may be a winding-up whenever the 
cod tn oiaac fn, hen 4s aregutoas campeny debeoe 
that no u compan be 
-up under the Act voluntarily or subject to the 
supervision of the Court. In both cases there may be,a 
winding-up whenever the company is unable to pay its 
debts, or Se gra the a Ne of ue — 
it is just ‘equitable that the com d 
be wound up. ‘There is @ difference, Noserer, in 
the enumeration of the 
the oceurrence of which the com , 
unable to pay its debts; but as to both there is a ree 
clause, very illogical as it now stands, but which, d 
stood by itself, would be sufficient for all the purposes 
of the Aet, In reference to both classes of companies, 
it is enacted that a pompeuty “shall be deemed to be 
unable to pay its debts whenever,” (amongst other 
things) “it is proved to the satisfaction of the Court that 
the company is unable to pay its debts.” The sections of 
the Act, in each of which this clause is to be found, pur- 
port to be a consolidation of the co: nding sections 
in the Winding-up Act, 1848, and the Joint Stock 
Companies Act, 1856 ; but neither of these Acts contain 
this clause, which renders the consolidated portions of 
the former statutes al: , if not ab- 
bing’ It is worse rr ar ty encum ee 
y enactments ing that a company should be 
deemed unable to pay its debts wlieabvdl: édieen ions 
against it are returned unsatisfied, and at the same 
time leave the whole question of indebtedness in 
all other but two or three specified questions of this 
kind to the discretion of the Court. Apart, how- 
ever, from its want of logic, the new clause is recot- 
mended by its reasonableness. It was frequently 
found impossible under thé former Acts to bring a 
company within one of the prescribed categories of in- 
debtedness, although there was proof, quite as clear as 
the evidence required by the statute would afford, of the 
fact of the company being unable to pay its debts; and 
it may therefore be expected that the Court, in the 
exercise of its discretion, will make orders for winding- 
up, on the ground of inability to debts, iti many 
cases wheve hisherts it would to do's. 
Under the Winding-up Act, 1848—1849, an order for 
winding-up could be made on the petition of a contri- 
butory only. The Aet of 1858 enacted that # petition 
might, in cases where the coripany was unable to pay 
its debts, be presented either by a creditor or a coutri- 
butery ; but where any other ground was alleged for 
winding-up the company, 4 contributory alone was en- 
titled to present the petition, The recent Act provides 


Ae 


that a petition “may be presented by the company, or 
by amy one or more creditor or rs, contributory 
or contributories, of the company, or by all or any of 
* the, above ies, together or y and ever 


order which may be made on any such petition shall 
operate in favour of all the ereditots and all the con- 
tributories of fhe company, in the same manne? as if it 
‘had been made upon int petition of a creditor and 
a contributory ” (sect. 82). i 

We now proceed to consider some of the more im- 
portant differences in the effect of a winding-up order 


under the recent Act compared with the existing 
law. ‘The Act of 1858 very much ified the rights 
of creditors of being wound up, whether 


‘ under the isions of that Act or of the Acts of 1848 


—1849. Pe ee ee ee - 
up order did not of itself prevent a creditor from ob- 





ing judgintat and 


Ht 


taining execution —- the " 
of thegcompany, although, after order " 


made and an official manager appointed, 
by a member would be stayed until he had 
p me in the moe a o a 

in 8 ts creditors 
dees been unedren the Act of 1862. 
when an order has been made for winding 
pany (registered) under the Act, “ no- action, 
=_— proceeding shall be b omg econ or 
with against the company, except with - 
Court, Sed subject pagers terms as 
impose ” (sect. 87.) Section 198 prov 
those companies which are authorised to 
part 7 of the Act, in addition to the 
wit “opin ny ‘ooatlenehy easiea 
wi inst an y 
cheoutia and ot 102 makes the like 
contributories of unregistered mr se 

As to debts prov — the company 
contains an important provision—seet. 158 : 
payable on a eo and all claims 
company, present or fature, certain or conti 
tained or sounding only in damages,” are 
proof; and an estimate is to be made of the 
this This enaetment is in accordance 
provision in Sir Turner's Act, 13 & 14 
c. 85, s. 22, relating to the administration of estates 
deceased persons; and also with pore: 
Bankruptcy Consolidation Act, 1 : 
debts and even liablities payable upon « 
gency, proveable in bankruptcy. The ion 
these various nts was probably 
their language is very different. The words 
however, are extremely comprehensive, and 
fail to include every possible kind of claim 
however cou nt, to which @ compatiy 
They remove all doubt, if any ever existed, 


course to be ado upon the a 
surance companies. Te te extreuly cult 
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the right a policy-holder in any such eonipan' 
under a pol id forse. st the thhe ot Hh up. 
Mr. Trower, in his work on the Law of ; 


Creditor, observes that “ policies o' 
Pyeng | specialty debts; for 
in writing under seal by go 
another, eithér from a loss 
happening of some event ; and then t 
the definition of ees debts ; 
which is sure to happen, but still future ; 
are not separable in idea from other 


solvenda in - .” It is, however 
argument, en 


existing policy 
meow f is riot. properly a contingent 
liability (although there can: be little dou! 
held to be the oe ey but no One can 
a “claim against the company, present 
or coatinguaa” Hitherto in nearly all, 
one, of the assurance companies which have 
up, other companies have been found 
transfer of the business of the —- 
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and, so far as we kuiow, there is no s 
to the liability of the company in the event of its 
being unable to transfer its policies, al we have 

as a matter of fact, that in some cases holders 
have beew allowed to prove in a up for the 
. value of their policies. But the matter was not entirely 


free from doubt until it was set at rest by the recent 
enactment. . 
So far as we are aware none of the former Wind- 
ing-up Acts contain any provisions for. giving interest 
to simple contract tors of a company; but it 
is now provided by the 26th rule of the 
Order issued under the Act of 1862, that any cre- 
ditor whose allowed debt or claim does not carry 
interest, shall. be entitled to four per cent per annum 
from the date of the order to wind-up, out of any 


1 
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i 
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assets which may remain after satisfying the costs of the 
winding-up, thesdebts and claims established, and the 
interest of such debts and claims as by law carry interest. 
The subject of winding-up also includes some other 
questions, as, for instance, the rights and liabilities of 
contributories, and also the different procedures ap- 
plicable where the winding-up is voluntary, and where 
it is compulsory, and we shall take an early opportunity 
of adverting to these topics. 





WHAT IS “SEPARATE USE” ? 

In the recent case of Gilbert v. Lewis (11 W.R..228), 
the Lord Chancellor, though abstaining from deciding 
it, pronounced a strong opinion on a question of some 
interest to conveyancers. A testator entitled in reversion 
to freeholds devised and bequeathed all his real and 
personal estate to his widow (the plaintiff), “for her 
sole use and benefit,” and appointed her executrix. 
The widow married again. On a bill filed by the widow 
by her next friend, making her second husband a defen- 
dant, a demurrer was filed to part of the bill by one of 
the defendants. ‘The Lord Chancellor decided that an 
objection to the whole bill was not sustainable on 
demurrer ore tenus, inasmuch as it is a settled rule that 
no demurrer ore tenus can be more extensive than the 
demurrer on record. But heexpressed a strong opinion 
that the property was not validly given to the 
“separate use” of the plaintiff. This appears to 
be a question of some difficulty. The cases of Ez parte 
Ray (1 Madd. 199) and Lindscll v. Thacker (12 Sim. 
178) seem to decide that such words would be sufficient 
to give the widow an interest for her “ separate use,” in 
the personal estate. As to the real estate, it seems to have 
been admitted that there was no case in point. In Gilbert 
v, Lewis the salient points are—Ist, a devise of real 
estate; 2nd, direct devise without the intervention 
of trustees ; 3rd, the words “sole use” and not “ sepa- 
rate use”; 4th, the blending of the real and _per- 
sonal estate in one gift; and 5th, the gift being 
to the testator’s own widow. Were all or any of these 
sufficient grounds for holding the real estate not well 
settled to the “‘ separate ” use of the plaintiff? The Lord 
Chancellor expressed his approval of the dictum. of 
Lord Brougham in Tyler v. Lake, 2 R. & M. 183, that 
the words to confer a separate use must be clear. But 
admitting this, were not the words sufficiently clear ? 
As to personal estate, the distinction between “own” 
or “ proper” use, and sole” use, has been treated as 
established (see 2 Jarm. on “ Wills,” p. 19, note). .Is 
not the word ‘* sole” use exactly equivalent to 
“separate” use? ‘A feme sole” is as technical a term 
of the law as can well be imagined. So “dum sola” 
applies te the class of single, as distinguished from mar- 
ried women. Suppose the gift were to her, to be held 
and enjoyed as if she were a feme sole. Could there be 
a clearer gift to her separate use? And if not, how 
does it differ from a gift to a woman for her sole use? 
Admitting that ‘separate use” is a term of art, 
how is it more extensive than “ sole use”? ‘The word 
“sole” would rather seem to include “ separate,” than 
vice versa, 

No difficulty can be felt as to the gift being to a 
widow, or even to the testator’s own widow; it is a 
common enough case, and, as is well known, a good 
clause for separate use of a woman will run through 
any number of marriages, equally affecting every hus- 


band in turn, unless the fund has been dealt ‘with by | 


the married woman when discoverte, 80 as to destroy 
the effect of the clause. 

The Lord Chancellor appears to have been most im- 
pressed with the absence of trustees. But neither is 
there any difficulty in this. Undoubtedly, the Court 
of Chancery cannot go beyond the effect of the devise 
or bequest at law, so as to make the husband a trustee 
by giving him an estate not conveyed at law. But 
neither is jt necessary, for as to personal estate, whether 





for life or for an absolute interest, it rests in the hus- 
band absolutely; and as to real-estate given in fee, 
as here, the husband would be seised in right of his 
wife for the whole period of the coverture > at 
least, and in neither ccse could there be any 
difficulty in the Court of Chancery declaring him 
a trustee. The only difficulty that occurs to us 
is one not suggested by the Lord Chancellor—viz., how 
would the husband's legal right as tenant by the curtesy 
be affected by the Court of Chancery holding him 
trustee for his wife. ‘Suppose she affected to. dispose of 
her, separate use interest beyond the estate their 
joint lives, would the husband's tenancy by the curtesy 
be affected ? It would lead us too far to go into that 

uestion at present, but we are unable to see any real 
diticulty in moulding the husband's interest at law so 
as to give effect to the separate use. If is no 
other trustee, equity will treat the husband 4s such. 

The conclusion we come to is that, in Gilbert v. Lewis 
the property was effectually settled to the separate 
use of the plaintiff, and we cannot see that any principle 
of law or equity would have been overthrown by so 
holding. 





PRACTICAL LAW AFFECTING BILLS OF SALE. 


By FREDERICK Stroup, Author of “The County Court 
Practice in Bankruptcy.” 
No. IX. 
REGISTRATION (continued from page 220)—DESCRIPTION 
OF GRANTOR, 

, The description of the “occupation” of the persons to 
be described has given rise to more questions than any 
other part of the Act.. But nearly all of these have 
grouped themselves round the word “ gen 2?) Ttois, 
however, not now difficult to lay down a general rule as 
.to when a persén may, for the purpose of the Bills of Sale 
Act, be described as a “gentleman.” «The rule 

when a person is of no occupation at all, is doing nothing 
to earn his living, he may be called a “ gentleman”; but 
if he be of any occupation, no matter how genteel, that 
occupation ought to be mentioned. 

The following have been held not to be correctly de- 
scribed as gentlemen :— 

A clerk in the Audit Office, Somerset House (Allen v. - 
Thompson, supra). 

An attorney or an attorney’s clerk (Tuton v. Sanoni, 
supra). 

An attorney’s clerk out of regular employment for 
the time, but engaged in making out the bills and 
accounts of a firm of solicitors (Beales v. Tennant, 
29 L. J. N. 8. Q. B. 188). 

But the following have been held to be correctly de- 
scribed as gentlemen :— 

A medical student who had for a short time acted as 
a surgeon’s assistant, but for six months had been 
in no business( Bath v. Sutton, 27 L.J.N.8. Ex. 388). 

A person who had formerly been a coal agent, but 
who, having been was out of employ at 
the time of giving the bill of sale (Morewood v. The 
South Yorkshire Railway and River Dun Company, 
28 L. J. N. 8. Ex. 114). 

A person following no occupation at the time of exe- 
cuting the bill of sale, but who in a few days after 
commenced business as a house and general agent 
(The London and Westminster Loan and Discount 
Company v. Chase, supra). “yas 

On similar principles it has been held in the Irish 
courts that a merchant is improperly described as an 
“ esquire.” 

From all these cases it may be gathered how extremely 
dangerous it is to make use of mere words of courtesy. 
If a man has no occupation none can of course be men- 
tioned, but unless he be unmistakeably a person of means 
or position (and where is there such a person who would 
give a bill of sale?) it is far better to dispense with titles 
of courtesy althogether, They are absolutely of po use, 
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occupations of a person ought to be described, supposing 
he has more than = but prudence would suggest that 
this should be don 

‘The objetion as to the Gattis a Ghee aeheues 
must be taken at the trial, otherwise the Court in 

not entertain it: Bath v. Sutton, supra. 

registration of a bill of sale is proved by producing 
an office copy of the bill of sale and affidavit, and a ce¥ti- 
ficate of ‘the time of filing the bill of sale. Thé time of 
filing the affidavit need not be proved, because it must be 
vase na Pile the bill of sale: Grindell v. Brendon, 


fd in OF NON-REGISTRATION. 


During the o ey of the twenty-one days given for 
bill of sale will be as good as 
though it hind been given before the Bills of Sale Act; and 
therefore, where a bill of sale had been given on the 27th 
of June, and a writ of fi. fa. was issued under which the 
sheriff seized, on the 5th of July, the person claiming 
under the bill of sale was held not to be prevented from 
setting it up, although, at the time of the seizure, it had 
not been filed: Marples v. Hartley, 9 W. R. 334; Hollings- 
worth v. White, 10 W. R. 619. 

After the twenty-one days an unregistered bill of sale 

is not absolutely void; but after that time it is void as 

assignees in bankruptcy, assignees under assign- 
ments for the benefit of creditors, and execution creditors 
of the grantor, so far as regards such property as “ shall 
be in the possession or apparent possession” of the grantor; 
or of the person against whom process shall have issued 
in those cases where the bill of sale is given by an officer 
executing process (sect. 1, 17 & 18 Vict. c. 36, amd see 
sect. 7 as to the interpretation of the term “ apparent pos- 
session ’’). 

An unregistered bill of sale is thus perfectly good as 
between the parties thereto, and that being so, the ques- 
tion, whenever it shall arise, will be very delicate, as to 
what is the effect of an wrregistered bill of sale as against 
a subsequent registered bill of sale. On the one hand this 
latter class of persons is not one of those as against whom 
bills of sale are declared to be void, and therefore it 
should seem they are so far valid; and on the other hand 
it seems unfair that a person who has done everything 
he can to perfect his security should be defeated by the 
carelessness of some other person over Whom he has no 
control. On this point Mr. Millar, in his edition of 
“ Millar and Oollier on Bills of Sale,” 2nd ed. 280—283, 
has noticed the two cases of Hdwards v. English, 5 W. R. 
507, and Nicholson v. Cooper, 3 H. & N. 384, and con- 
cluded thus—* On the whole, notwithstanding the weight 
of the dicta in Edwards v. English, above cited, it appears 
in accordance with the intention of the Act, that the 
second grantee under a bill of sale, duly registered, shall 
remain in statu quo, and not be either advantaged or pre- 
judiced by the non-registration of a prior bill of sale of 
the same property to another person. By the claim of 
the grantor’s assignees or execution creditors, if the bills 
of sale are absolute, the second grantee will gain no title; 
if the bills of sale are by way of mortgage, he will gain 
no priority.”’. But the strong obiter dicta of Bramwell, 
B., in Marewood v. The South Yorkshire Railway and 
River Dun at ph to have been overlooked, 


may be put in a very clear light in a very few words. 
An unregistered bill of sale is good between the parties; 


has already made a grant, valid as against himself, all 








that he can in effect do is to grant, not the 

but the equity remaining in him. If there is no equity 
he can grant nothing, but if there is, 

gets an equity which he may, to a certain extent, secure 
by registration. If, then, one of the privileged. classes 
i first grant, this is 
not done for the benefit of the subsequent registered 
grantee, but for his own benefit, He sets:the first un- 
registered grant aside, but only that, and only to the ex- 
tent of that. He takes the first grantee’s place, and with 
it the legal property in the goods. But he does not inter- 
fere with the equities of a subsequent. registered 
Those equities are still enforceable for as much as they 
are worth; and if the person 


ri 


deration, and by tio means’ as a dogmatic statement of 
the law. 








EQUITY. 


* WILL—VESTED INTERESTS—REMOTENESS,—A testator 
bequeathed the annual interest only of the residue of his 
property, of whatever kind, in as many équal parts as 
there might be children of W., share and share alike, as 
each of the said children came of age. “And in case any 
one of the said children should die without any children, 
then and in that case his or her share of the said annual 
interest should devolve'to the surviving children, share 
and share alike. And so on successively until the whole 
amount of the said interest of the said residue should 
come into the hands of the grandchildren and great- 
of W. 

Held, that the children of W. took vested life interests 
subject to the gift over’ to the survivors in case of the 
death of any of them without children ; and that the gift 
to the grandchildren and great-grandchildren was not 
void for remoteness, but was a valid and effectual. gift of 
the corpus.— Wetherell v. Wetherell, L. C., 11 W. BR. 274. 


FELON—FoRFEITURE.— Voluntary settlement exeented 
by a felon, before his conviction, held void on the ground 
that it had been made for'the purpose of defeating the 
right of the Crown.—Saundere v. Warson, V.C..8,, 11 
W. R. 276. 

WIFE’S EQUITY FOR A SETTLEMENT.—A married woman 
coming before the Court as plaintiff can claim her equity 
to a settlement out of the income of real estate.—Barnes 
v. Robinson, V. C. 8.,.11 W.R. 276. 


Wiitt—Locke Kine’s Act—Gift of personal estate 
“subject to the payment of' my debts, funeral and testa- 


onerate his realty from a mortgage debt—2no vy. Tatam, 
V.C.8., 11 W. R. 277 

LIEN.—Plaintiffs became security for £800 advanced 
to P., an officer in the army, who at the same time ver- 
pally agreed to indemnify them out of the sale-moneys 
of his commission if he should sell out. On selling ou 
P. drew bills on ©, & Co., and requested them to meet the 


oe 


of their claim to C, & Co. 

Held, that plaintiffs had a prior Hien on the fund, and 
injunction granted against C. & Co.—Marsh v. Peacocke, 
V. 0. 8., 11 W. R. 277. 

iesousmer ESTATE—CosTs,-—-Executors of an 
estate, who had confessed judgment to. an extent 1 
left a balance in hand insufficient for costs, 
allowed their costs of a creditors’ administration suit 
priority to the plaintiffs —-Sanderson v. Stoddart, MR, 
11 W. R. 275. 

Cosrs.—A trustee and executor, who refused to allow a 
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particular person nominated by the cestwi que trust, to in- 
spect the accounts, ordered to pay the costs of a suit for 
an account. 

Semble.— An offer by a trustee to permit the cestui que 
trust, or his nominee, to inspect and take copies of the 
trust accounts, does not amount to rendering an account. 
—Kemp v. Burn, V. 0. 8., 11 W. BR. 278. 


Practice. 


GUARDIAN AD LITEM TO LUNATIC.— Where a defendant 
was @ lunatic, not so found by inquisition, the Court, on 


the application of the plaintiff, appointed his brother, who 


was a co-defendant, but had no adverse interest, his 
guardian ad litem.—Bonficid y. Grant, M, B., 11 W. RB. 
275. 

WrtNnEssEs—NOTICE.—. , under the Order on 
evidence, of 5th of February, 1861, rule 6, the exami- 
nation of witnesses after issne joined is taken ex parte, 
notice to the opposite party is necessary under the 22nd 
rule.— Ford v. Tennant, M. R., 11 W. BR. 2735. 

REvivor.—A devise by a sole plaintiff is not a “ trans- 
mission of interest” within the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, s. 52. 
—Laurie vy. Crush, M. RB. 11 W. RB. 275. 


PETITION—SERVICE.—Where the Court has decided .a 
question under a will, upon a fund being paid into court 
under the Trustee Relief Act, and a petition is presented 
for payment out of court of such fund, the Court will dis- 
pense with service upon the trustee.—Re Thomas’s Will, 
¥.C0.K., 11 W.R. 276. 





COMMON LAW. 


CONTRACT OF SALE BY BROKER—STATUTE OF FRAUDS. 
—A broker having bought for the defendant part of a 
cargo of fruit, lying at a wharf, belonging to one owner, 
was desired by defendant to buy some more, and bought 
on the same day, another part of the same cargo, lying at 
the same wharf, but belonging to the plaintiff, and he 
sent sold notes of each lot to each owner, but one bought 
note of the whole to the defendant, all three notes being 
signed by himself as broker. The defendant having re- 
fused to accept the. fruit, 

in an action for not accepting the parcel bought 
of the plaintiff, that even, if evidence of a custom, in such 
cases, to send one bought note was admissible, yet, that 
as the bought and sold notes varied, there was no con- 
tract with the plaintiff within the Statute of Frauds.— 
Fisenden v. Levy, Q. B., 11 W. RB. 259. 

CONTRACT TO BUILD sHIPS.—In a contract for the 
building of steamers (to the satisfaction of the engineer), 
to be completed within six months, with penalties for 


delay, it was provided that the engineer might allow an ex- | 


tension of time, and might also order additions or altera- 
tions by orders in writing, and that the value of ne 
additions or alterations should be “ascertained,” and 
added to or deducted from the contract price, as the cage 
might be ; and further, that any ute or difference as 
“to such additions or alterations,” uld be referred to 
the engineer, whose decision or valuation should be final. 
Additions and alterations were duly ordered, and the 
steamers were not completed in time. In an action for 
extras, the value of which had not been ascertained by 
the eer or any 
set-off for penalties for delay, and the contractor replied 

‘ that the additions ordered made it impossible to camplete 
the vessels in time. 

“Held, on demurrer—1. That the action was not main- 
tainable until the value of the additions had been ascer- 
tained. 2. That the set-off for penalties could not be 
ee ne eee eee ‘in the repli- 


sg that the valuation should have been by the 


engineer. — Westwood and Others v. The Secretary of State 
for India, Q. B., 11 W. B. 261. 


third party, the employer pleaded a | 





PuBLIC HEALTH AcT—OCosT OF skWsRS.—Under 
the Public Health Act (11 & 12 Vict. c. 63, 8. 69) 
the expense of making sewers and paving a roadway 
ought to be apportioned between the owners of land “ ad- 
joining and abutting on such road” (whether there was 
actual direct access from such lands to such road or not), 
and in proportion to the extent of the frontage thereon — 
Reg. y. The Newport Board of Health, Q.B., 11 W. RB. 263. 


UmPIRE—ELECTION BY LOT.—Where the umpire and 
one of the arbitrators, in the absence of the other (without 
any default on his part), arrived at a decision, though 
they informed him of it, and afforded him an opportunity 
of objecting thereto before finally and formally making 
their award,—Held, that it was bad. 

Although the election of an umpire by lot may not be 
necessarily have previously 
agreed that either of two proposed are fit and 
proper persons for the office ; yet this must be made gut 

plainly and clearly, or the ordinary rule will be adhered 
to.—Morgan v. Boult and Another, Q. B., 11 W.R. 265. 


DRAMATIC COPYRIGHT.—Under the Dramatic ey aod 
Act a person cannot be sued as having “ 
a gn » Seaaiae piece, unless he pad Se Baer 
nally, or by nt or , control over repre- 
sentation ; sat these ik defendant had provided the 
theatre, lights, &e., and. sepeled. tbe moneys ae $8 the 
doors, dividing them with another person who provided 
the performers and selected the pieces. 

Held, that the latter and not the defendant was the 
party liable. 

Quere, whether the piece must be registered ?—Lyons 
and Another v. Knowles, Q. B., 11 W. BR. 266. 


AGREEMENT—RESTRAINT OF TRADE.—An ent 
not to carry on a particular business for the sale of par- 
ticular goods, within a certain district, does not mean that 
the business should be carried on in a shop or place of 
business within that district ; the sale of similar 
within the area of the prohibition is a breach of the agree- 
ment, although not sold in a shop.— Brampton v. Beddoes, 
C.P., 11 W.R. 268. 


PROHIBITION.—On the 29th of August a plaint. was 


| issued from a county court at H., against the trustees of 


a friendly society, for a sum claimed by a member. On 
the 11th of September the plaint was heard, when the 
defendants objected to the jurisdiction of the Court, 
under the 18 & 19 Vict, c. 63, s. 40, and the rules of the 
society. Judgment was nevertheless given for the plaiv- 
tiff On the 20th of September notice was given by the 
defendants of their intention to apply for a writ of prohi- 
bition. On the 10th of October a summons was taken 
out at chambers, returnable on the 14th, and was served 
upon the plaintiff, and the judge of the county court, on 
the 13th. On the same day as that on which the sum- 
mons was taken out the debt and costs were paid by the 
defendants to the registrar of the county court, to avoid 
execution. On the 16th of October the money was. paid 
out of court to the plaintiff. 

Held, that the defendants were not entitled to a writ 
of pobilagion. on Abe ground of the delay in shele appli- 


“e's per Martin, B., whether, after debt and 

costs had been paid, a writ of prohibition oo issue ? 
Jones ¥. Owen, 5 D. & L. 669, commented on,—- Denton 
y Marshall, Ex., 11 W. RB. 268. 


OustoM—Horskr-RacEs—To an action of trespass quare 


| clausum fregit, the defendant pleaded that from’ time 


immemorial, on Ascension-day, horse-races had been held, 

and of Seighs'@s tis WAGE. ok Vea in a certain extra- 

‘place, and that there Was = custom for the free- 

men of the town of 0. to enter on the close for the purpose 
of 

Held, on demurrer to the plea, that the custom was 

gon and reasonable.— Mounsey v, Jemay, Bx. 11°W. R. 
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cre end prety pen, toh whch fh aan ro snl ton tanh waster pea 
the bleaching. process was into the stream at 


intervals of about seven times a fortnight. An arrange- 
was entered into, by which the defendant took the: works, 
the former tenant surrendered his lease, and 8. demised 
the premises to the defendant by a lease containing a 
clause relating to improvements, which should be made 


by the defendant “for the purpose of carrying on the: 


business of bleaching.” 
Hel & ft She depien Jnaplied » grant to She defendant 
of ® 0 use the premises for the same purposes, and 


fap pete cpifeg: uaaalctione peg gc Pore 


demise; and that therefore no action would lie against 
the defendant by the plaintiff, to whom S. had afterwards 
conveyed a mill situated lower down the stream, for 
fouling the water, by discharging into it the refuse of the 
works, it being proved that the drain by which snch re- 
fuse was discharged was in the same‘ state, and used in 
the same manner, as at the time of oe demise to the de- 
fendant. 

wart wv. Godlike) 4 Uncgy SE oh: Uile: Ommiieiay- 
’ ported.— Hall v. Lund, Ex., 11 'W. R. 271. 


FOREIGN BILLS—DRAWN IN “SETS.” —When a foreign 
bill is drawn in sets ‘in the usual way, and the first 
“set” is lost by the holder, he cannot sue a prior indorser 
who neither indorsed to him nor has the other sets in his 
possession, although he may he entitled to recover them 
from any party who has possession of them; and 

Semble, that any remedy he may have, if any, is against 
his own immediate indorser. —Pinard v. Klockman, Q. B., 
11 W. RB. 260. 


BILL OF EXCHANGE—DURESS OR THREAT.—On an 
action on a bill of exchange, the defence being that the 
acceptor was threatened by the drawer, that if it were 
not given he would make a criminal charge, 

eld, that unless the bill was obtained solely by reason 
-of such’ threat, it would-be no defence. 

In moying for a new trial in a case tried before the 
sheriff or secondary, his notes should be produced. Thomp- 
gon ¥. Holland, Q. B., 11 W. R. 260. 


BILL OF EXCHANGE—RENEWAL.— Defendant being in- 
debted in a certain amount gave his creditor acceptances 
for a larger amount, which the creditor indorsed to third 
parties for their accomodation, and they indorsed them to 

for value. One of them was dishonoured 
renewed, and while the last renewal was in the 
nai hands they were parties to a deed of arrangement 
their indorsers, in which they covenanted not to sue 
y .of ) other parties on bills, upon which, as between 
and their indorsers, such parties would not 
Previously to the last renewal, the defendant 
the bills to the amount he owed the drawer, 
the plaints then sued upon the last renewal of the 


as 
‘ate 


a 
et 


Held, that the question was, not whether there was 

vided te porate’, but whether it was a 

= on wie Pi ath e indorsers and the plaintiffs, 

the indorsers would be liable.— Bailey and Others y. Ea- 
wards, Q. B., 11 W. R. 266. 


Promissory NoTE.—A promissory note was given more 
than six years before action, with a memorandum, indorsed 
on the back, by the payees, to the effect that they under- 
took that no demand should be made for payment end 
the life‘ of the maker. An action being brought, within 
aix years after the death of the maker, against his 
executor, he pleaded the Statute of Limitations, 

Held, that the plaintiffs were entitled to recover, if not 


upon the note itself, at all events ona special count set- 
ting forth effect of the t.— Wathing and 
Another'y. Figg, Breowtor, 9. 8. 11 W. B. 258. 





examine him on a commision, but sate ; 


journed the witness recovers and 
Court will allow the costs of the 






a trial are to be borne by the party. 

tort, The Duke of, v. dukbumhaw, The 

W. R. 267. - 
ATTORNEY—IRREGULARITY—FORM OF son 

affidavit imputing criminal conduct to an attorney 

form of the rule in the first” fiistance is to ey 

why he should not be sttuck off the’ pone | abd 

Aa ay Bip Psa dae hh ad 

fit.—In re An Attorney, Ex., 11 268. 
Costs—PLEADING.— Where the defendant, after 

ing by leave of a judge, withdraws his plea, and pli 


matter of defence afterwards, ‘and the 
confesses such plea, the plaintiff is entitled, under tt 

and 28rd rules of pleading, Hil. T., 1853, to his costs up 
to the time of pleading such plea, ‘although it ig neither 
pleaded together with pleas of defence arising before the 
commencement of the action, nor contains any, 

that the matter of defence arose after the alee. 
Howarth y. Brown, Ex., 11 W. R. 270. 









COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH. 
Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice Sieioty: and 
. Thatices Wicutman, Crompton, and : 
Jan. 22.—In re an Atiorney.—Mr. Temple, QC. re 
for & rule calling ypon an Mornay of the pean to ans 
matter of an affidavit, and that the aoe be 
Master to take the accounts between the parties, and - Boa 


thereon, 
The Court reminded the learned sonengl that mee mee ig 


to answer the matter in the affidayit, 
mould the Court grant the rule, a a the further 
ceedings. 

Mr, Temple then stated that he moyed on behalf of a “f 
Hodges, and that the subject-matter of complaint arose out of 
money transactions and costs, Mr. Hodges hav employed the 
attorney ih the transactions. 

The Court refused the application, on the ground thatthe 
complaints ‘were not Tr for the interference of 
in the manner 

Application refused. 

— Reece v. Chaffers—A point of some ai oye tea paced 
or ae -# a bce It une an borin on biMairutcy A el 
bill, in which the defence was partly negligence, un 

eement that the business sul e done for a fe 
Mr. te eee eh ae . fe 
referring t action to the Lies u 
tration clauses of the Common Law ser the com ‘Act, pea a there 
je also ‘some matters of account” in dispute between the 


ne . Francis moved for a rale to rescind this order, 
the ground that it was not warranted; but J 

The Court ‘said as the Master was seal 
tribunal to determine a matter of this oun t ook 
disturb the order; which appeared to them, 
stances, proper, and was not shown to pot a Bish 
were matters of account in dispute, and if the ‘case thes Webk"to to 
& jury they conld not determine it; and it was far better that 
the whole matter should go to the Master. 

Jan 26.—In the matter of an Attorney.—In this ney ove 
Rogers had deposited with the attorney, so ong. a ago a 1960. 
a sum of £60 (giving him also authority to recei =A 00 
debts), in order to offer a composition to his credii 
had so offered it to creditors named Bowley & 
some consideration ie ie the composition, byt 
the money from the attorney, notwithstandin 
cations, until the middle of 1861, when th 
debtor Rogers, who now swore that he ha¢ 










of the Court — 
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creditors had the money, and that he had applied again and 
again for the money, or for an account, without getting ¢ither. 
On these facts, 

Mr, Gilmore Evans now moved for a rule against the at- 
torney, but. 

The Court, finding it doubtful on whose behalf he moved, 
the creditor or the debtor, declined to grant a rule unless and 
until that point was explained. 


Jan 28,—The Queen v. The Recorder of Rochester —In 
this case” rule had been obtained by Mr. Coles, the Mayor 
of Rochester, caliing upon the recorder of that borough to 
show cause why a writ of mandamus should not issue com- 
manding him to hear and determine certain ch of mis- 
behaviour preferred against Mr. Hayward, the clerk of the 

for that borough. 

Mr. Bovill, Q.C., Mr. Denman, Q.C., Mr. Addison, and 
Mr. Russell ap to show cause against the rule; Mr. 
Lush, Q.C., and Mr. Barrow, in support of jit. 

Mr. Bovill said the clerk of the peace was elected under the 
Municipal Corporation Act, the 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 76, s, 103, 
and the appointment was during “ good behaviour.” 

The Lorp Cuter Justice said he understood the point to be 
whether “ good behaviour” had reference to good behaviour 
in the office, or personal conduct out of the office generally, 
which showed him to be unfit for his situation. 

Mr. Bovill said it was. The recorders of boroughs have the 
same jurisdiction over the clerks of the peace of boroughs as 
quarter sessions for counties have over clerks of the peace for 
counties, and by the 37 Hen. 8, c. 1, 8. 3, and the 1 W. 
& M. ses. 1, c. 21, s. 6, provide that “where a clerk of 
the peace misdemeans himself the quarter sessions might re- 
move him,” the latter statute using the words ‘in the execution 
of his office.” The charge against Mr. Hayward was, that he, 
being a trustee in matters unconnected with the corporation, 
received moneys as such trustee, which he appropriated to his 
own use. The transaction complained of took place before it 
was made a criminal offence, r. Coles brought the matter 
before the. recorder, when it was objected by the clerk of the 
peace that the recorder had no jurisdiction. That. objection 
was argued by counsel, and the recorder declined to hear the 
complainant on the ground that he had no jurisdiction. 

The Courr interrupted the learned counsel, observing that 
the point could nct properly be decided on showing cause 
against the rule. The better course would be to make the 
rule absolute, and argue the point on the return to the writ. 

Mr. Lush concurred, and said his clients would set out every- 
thing on the writ, so that the question could be properly raised 
and discussed. - 

Rule absolute accordingly. 


(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice Cocksurn and 
Justices WicHTMAN, CRoMPTON, and MELLOR.) » 

Jan. 27.—Fray v. Sir Colin Blackburn, Knight, one of her 
Majesty's Judges of the Court of Queen's Beneh.—The plaintiff 
Rosanna Dupin Fray, who has been so frequently before the 
Court on matters arrising out of an action brought by her 
against the Earl and Countess of Zetland for a wrongful dismis- 
sal (she having been lady’s maid to the countess), and also for 
slander against Mrs. Potter, the earl’s housekeeper, has brought 
an action against Sir Colin Blackburn, one of the judges of this 
eourt, to recover damages for his Lordship’s alleged illegal deci- 
sion, on a rule nisi for costs, The declaration stated that on 
the 28th of January, 1862, the plaintiff obtained a rule nisi 
against Mr. Vowles, her former solicitor, for the payment of her 
costs of the day, in consequence of the adjournment of a cause 
in which she was interested, it came on for argument before 
his Lordship, when (notwithstanding she showed sufficient cause 
for making the rule absolute) the learned judge, well knowing 
the premises, and not regarding his duty in that behalf, refused 
to make the rule absolute, but discharged it with costs, con- 
trary to law, by means of which the plaintiff had not recovered 
the costs due to her, amounting to £20, but was liable to pay 
the defendant’s costs, amounting to £10, and she claimed £50 
damages. The defendant demurred to the declaration as bad 
in substance, 

Miss Fray appeared in person.to support her declaration; 
Mr. Honymane appeared for the defendant in support of the 
demurrer. 

Miss Fray read her reasons in support of her declaration. 
They were set forth at considerable length, and appeared to be 
first, that she had no other remedy than by this action; secondly 
that all subjects are equal before the law, and as by the great 
charter every man be tried by his peers, she had brought 
her action in this court; thirdly, that it was no reason that 





this action did not lie because the defendant was not impeached, 
and she urged that those judges who had been impeached might 
have been proceeded against by action; and fourthly, that ac- 
tions against judges were not confined to the commitment of 
the person only, and she instanced that King Alfred cansed 
forty-four judges to be executed in one year for ‘giving false 
judgments. 

Without calling upon the defendant’s counsel, 

The Lorp Caer Justice said it was quite clear that their 
judgment must be for the defendant. If one thing was more 
clear than another it was that actions would not lie for judg- 
ments or decisions pronounced by them in the discharge of 
their judicial duties, and the contrary of that could only for a 
moment be entertained by persons wholly ignorant of the law. 
He had not the slightest doubt upon the matter. The judg- 
ment must be in favour of the demurrer. 

The other learned judges concurred. 

Miss Fray.—I believe I can take the question to ths Court 
of Error. : 

The Lorp Cuter Justice.—You must do as you are advised 
about that. I have nothing to do with it. 

Miss Fray then retired. 

e — 
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 


(Sittings in Banco, Hilary Term. before Lord Chief Justice 
Ere and Justices Wirt1ams, Writes, and KEaT1NG.) . 


Jan 27—Ex parte Dalton.—Mr. Garth moved for a rule 
calling on James Carter Dalton, an attorney, to show cause 
why he should not pay over a sum of £60 in his hands, and 
answer the matters in the affidavits, 

It appeared that he was the attorney for the plaintiff in an 
action by one Price against Bohn, which was referred. In 
the course of the proceedings a bill became due to one Ellison, 
a surveyor, amounting to £80. It was finally agreed that the 
defendant should settle the action by giving a bill of exchange 
for £140, and it was agreed that Dalton should take this bill, 
discount it, and, after deducting his costs, hand over the 
balance to Ellison to pay his bill. Dalton having got the bill, 
said he should retain it till it arrived at maturity. On the bill 
being honoured he declined to pay Ellison, on the ground that 
Price’s assignees had interfered. The affidavit of Ellison 
stated that the bill had been discounted in the first instance 
by Dalton, and that, instead of paying over to him the balance 
after deducting his costs, he had retained that balance, amount- 
ing to £60, in his own hands, and refused, on a mere pretext, 
to part with it.—Rule nisi granted. 


—— Re Nicholl, an Altorney.—Mr. Serjeant Shee (with 
whom was Mr. Beresford) showed cause against a rule 
calling on Mr. Nickoll to answer the matters in an: affidavit. 
The allegations were that he had advised a client to take a 
bad security for the advance of £900 to benefit his own. re- 
latives, that he refused to complete the title deeds.so that the 
client could realize his money, and that he had been guilty of 
negligence in preparing the mortgage deed. The learned 
serjeant contended that these were all matters which were the 
subject of an action, if true, and to be inquired into before a 


jury. 

The Court thought these were matters which should be 
inquired into before the Master, to whom the matter was re-: 
ferréd in the usual terms. 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 


(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Baron Potxock and 
Barons Martin, BRAMWELL, and WILDE ) 


Jan. 22.—In re an Attorney:—Mr, Garth moved for a rale 
calling on an attorney of this court to show cause why his 
name should not be struck off the roll of attorneys, 

It appeared that the attorney against whom the misconduct 
was charged had been engaged in the conduct of three causes 
which had been twice tried, first at the Nottingham Assizes for 
1859, and secondly at the Spring Nottingham Assizes for 1860. 
On the taxation of costs in these actions he had produced affi- 
davits of increase, in which he had sworn that he had paid 
several witnesses various sums of from £1 to £2 each, These 
statements were alleged to be false, and the payments never to 
have been made. 

The rule was granted. 


(Sittings in Banco before Lord Chief Baron Pottocx, and 
Barons Martin, CHANNELL and WILDE.) 


% 


Jan, 23,—Richardson v. Kenyon.—Mr, Kemplay moved for a 
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rule calling upon the Registrar of the Manchester County 
Court to tax the defendant's costs. 


The claim was for more than £20, and ee ee pany: 
when a verdict p for the Pimad'd Nothing Bad ee 
said by the Jt SS deur vote Registrar 
on that ground. 

Mr. Kemplay vrged as the costs abided the event, and 
the defendant had been og ariel wv absolutely 
etititled to his costs, and the rar had-neglected to perform 
phan Sorc fh ¢ made it imperative he 

Mr. 7 Magrin sai pup Jt Pas. be advisable for th 





the rule, because if 
x te: bs nk ‘The proper course 
Id have beer atid a the indge of the county court 





comi the superior court. 
ale granted. 
(Sittings at Nisi Prius, before Mr. Baron BRAMWELL and 
Common Juries.) 


Jan. 28.—This was the first day of the third sittings at Nisi 
Prius for this term in Middlesex. 

In not one case in the list were the parties ready, in con- 
sequence, as the counsel stated, of their witnesses having been 
misled by the Jaw noti¢es in the newspapers, which announced 
that the Court would sit at Guildhall instead of at West 


mae 
His Lorpsuup directed that most of the cases should stand 
over until the next day. 


SHERIFFS' COURT. 
(Before Mr. Under-Sheriff Burcnert and a Jury.) 

Jan, 22—Godwin y. Piggin.—This was an action for the 
recovery of a sum of money due on a balance of account for 
iat by the plaintiff, who was a farmer, a againat the 

ho was 4 milk dealer in London. defence 

eo Re: the milk was adulterated; that ms Ente of “the 

lied was water; that the defendant was liable to pay 

ipo much only of it as was pure milk; and etting up the 

Adalteration of Food Act (23 & 24 Vict. ¢. $4), in bar to the 
pint right, to recover for the whole quantity. The de- 

endant ‘had paid for so much of the article supplied as was 
pure milk but objected to pay for the water. 

The Unper-Suenirr said that a3 to the defence under the 
a might arise, and simply as the case to oe 
ix question of adulteration. ury return 
i Bop for the plaintift for the amount slained. 





CRIMINAL AND MAGISTRATES’ LAW. 


Parivry.— A woman a having obtained rn 
ona the defendant in a county court, ivan 
ards, in her maide 
summons against Haspexg in roger district, whieh on oi the 
hearing, the a Bi inserting her husband's 
mr and the de nt was then sworn and examined, 
Bx ‘afterwards indicted and convicted for perjury 
at that 
* rela, that “i he was improperly convicted, as he had 
been sworn in a cause in which was no judgment, 
and in Lay 3 the county gare judge had noj ion. 
—Reg. v. Pearce, Q, B., 11 W. R..235. 


SUMMARY COVICTION—RETURN OF TO QUARTER-SES- 
s10Ns.—It is the duty of justices of the peace to return to 
the quarter sessions their summary convictions, and they | o¢¢ 
are liable for a neglect, or refusal to return any specific 
convictions they are’ required so to return: but the clerk 
to the justices, as their servant, is not liable, unless at all 
events he disobeys tieir orders to do so—He parte Hay- 
ward, Q. B., 11 W.R, 269. 


CRUELTY TO AniMmAts Act.—Under the 3rd section of 


the Act to prevent cruelty to animals, 12 & 13 Vict. c. 92, 
persons cannot be convicted of assisting in a cock-fight 
unless it is at a place kept or used for that Te 208. 
Morley and Others v. Greenhalgh, Q. B., 11 W. 


DESERTING WIFE AND FAMILY—A man, who has 
separated from his wife by mutual consent, and left her 


Lt © &.6h se. # Sate vagabond, for deserting his wife 





with means of apport, cannot be convicted under 5 Geo. ~ 






































knew she 
such a charge, his wif cannot be 
| Se Sea saa Bi ie Spooner, hain . 


APPEAL—APPLICATION TO ENTER AND RESPITE. q 


to hear the appeal was réfused.— Reg. v. The Recorder of 
Berwick, Q. B., 114 W. BR. 266. 





PARISH LAW. 


Srsstons—APPEAL.—On an appeal against an on 
of removal, a letter from’ the overseers of hind an 
patish to ‘the overseer of the other, applying a 
epee le Rina Ror cds 9 faa ly vd 
it is intended to. appeal,” was held not to be sufficient 
notice of appeal, nor application for depositions under 
11 & 12 Viet. ¢. 81—Reg. v. St. Allemunds, Derby, Q. B., 
11 W. R. 262. 


ELECTIONS OF CHURCHWARDENS FOR MOT PARISH. - 
—The rate- of @ district parish established under 
the Church miiding Act, and the New Parish Acta, 6 & 7 
Vict..¢;.37; 19 & 20 Viet..c, 104, have aright to yote at 
elections of churchwardens for the: original or mother 


et 


parish—Reg. v. The Archdeacon of Exeter, Q. B., 11 
W. R. 262. 
NOTICE OF OBJECTIONS TO RATES. appeal to 


—On an 
the sessions against a poor-rate, with ngtice of 
to the rating of several persons, one of whom hac 
been served with such notice, the sessions pm Aas) gigas 
teftised to hear the appeal, and the Court granted a 
nisi for a mandamus to them to enter and hear it; the 
fact not being stated, that the sessions had quashed the 
rate on another appeal, upon which, wap ee A 
had been stated for the Court. Pending the 


pam) 


Ackroyd Y. The Overseers of Gildersome, Q. B., 11 'W. BR. 
264, ~ ' 





MUNICIPAL LAW. 


QUALIFICATION FOR TOWN COUNCIL. 
ge acy by an attorney within the li et 
has no private residence, may be a 

oe, for the office of town co’ 
re Corporations Act.—Jn re Creeke, Q.B. ii W. 


- 





PROBATE. 


PLEADING.—Plea, “that the alleged codicil was not 
prepared in conformity with the intentions of the de- 
ceased, and the deceased at the time of the execution of 
the alleged codicil was ignorant of the contents thereof,” 

Held, bad on demurrer.— Cunliffe and Ormerod y. Cross, 
11:W; R, 268, , r 
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COUNTY COURTS. 


, MARYLEBONE. 

. Sir John Eardley Wilmot, Bart., the newly-appointed jndge 
/of this Court, took his seat on Wednesday for the time. 
warrant of appointment having been read, Mr. Clarke, the senior 
solicitor present, rose and said: ** On behalf of myselfand the gen- 
tle men practising as solicitors in this court, I beg to express our 
unfeigned pleasure and-satisfaction at the appointment’ of a 
gentleman to preside at this court who is so favourably 
known to the profession, not only for your great legal acumen 

- but also for theurbanity and kind courtesy you have always 
evinced ‘towards everyone whom your duties have Poss 
you into contact with.” 


His Honour replied: “Iam much obliged to you, gentle- | 


men, for the warm welcome you thus give me at the outset of 
my career as judge at this court. In reply permit me to as- 
sure you that all my endeavours shall be exerted to efficiently 
fulfil the duties of the office which has been imposed upon me. 
I trust those endeavours will be satisfactory to you as advo- 
cates, and to every one who comes to this court.” 








POLICE COURTS. 


MANSION HOUSE, 

Jan. 24.—In a case which came before the Lord Mayor to- 
day, in which two prisoners were charged with receiving stolen 
property, Mr. Venn, an attorney, stated that he appeared to 
defend them. It appeared that a person named Burgess had 
sought an interview with the prisoners, but it was denied by 
their friends that they had given authority to employ any one. 
One of the prisoners having expressed a desire to avail himself 
of Mr. Venn’s services, the Lord Mayor asked him whether 
that desire arose from any intimation that had been given to 
him at the cell of the police station by a constable in uniform, 
to which the prisoner replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. Venn assured the Lord Mayor that he was not a party 
to any sort of irregular proceeding, and that his practice was of 
a character which placed him above the necessity of resorting 
to such a course... He had been informed that his assistance 
‘was required by the prisoners, and he came accordingly. 

The Lorp Mayor said the allegation was that Burgess was 
an agent of Mr. Venn, and he directed a rigid inquiry to be 
mide into the matter. 

BOW STREET. 

Jan. 22.—A collector of tolls at Waterloo-bridge appeared 
before Mr. Hall, in answer to a summons preferred against him 
by Mr. Samuel Lazarus, of Bernard-street. It appeared that 
the compluinant, instead of passing through the turnstile, at 
which a boy was placed while the defendant was taking toll 
at the horse-gate, threw a halfpenny upon the ground, and at- 
tempted to pass throtigh the horse-gate. The defendant pre- 
vented his deing so, and forced him to pass through the turn- 
stile, for which conduct the charge of assault was made. : 

Mr. Haw said the company were bound to find servants to 
attend to the collection of the toll, and to allow persons to pass 
through the turnstile. If they failed to do so, a passenger was 
not bound to wait, but had a right to go on, even through the 
horse-gate. But if a person was there ready to take the. toll 
and pass the passenger through the turnstile, then he was bound 
to obey the regulations, It now appeared that complainant, 

instead of giving the toll to the boy, had thrown it on the foot- 
way. This was established by the evidence of two independent 
witnesses, who had no motive to misrepresent, This clearly 
‘was not a proper way of tendering payment, for a collector was 
not bound to leave his post to grope about in the dust fora 
coin flung upon the ground, while in his absence from the turn- 
stile others might pass without paying. Under the circum- 
stances the complainant must be considered in the light of a 
person who, not having paid the toll, was attempting to pass 
the bridge without doing so. The collector was clearly justi- 
fied in detaining him, bringing him back, and making him go 
through the turnstile. 2 

The summons was dismissed. 


WESTMINSTER. 


Jan. 22.—Application was made to-day to Mr. Paynter, 
under the statute against forcible entries into lands (15 Rich. 2, 


house No. 3, Eaton-square. Mr, Paynter doubted whether he 
could interfere under the Act, but advised that a body of police 
should be procured, and that the parties should be ejected from 
the premises. This advice was followed, and the 
were removed from the premises, 


SOUTHWARK, 
Jan. 23.—Mary Cornish was charged before Mr. Combe 
— gmp wd oot with ed entering aS reese messuage 
tuate in Stamford-street, friars- property of a 
lady named Read. 

r. Francis Russell, who appeared as counsel for the plain- 
tiff, stated that there were two courses open to the istrate ; 
one under 15 Rich. 2, c. 2, being for the magistrate to go to 
the premises, and after inquiry, finding the defendant in illegal 

ion, to commit her to gaol; or, under 8 Hen. 6, c. 9, to 
send the case to the sessions for a jury to deal with. The 
defendant was eventually committed for trial to the next Surrey 
sessions, to answer any indictment that might be preferred 
against her. Mr. Combe offered to take bail for the de- 
fendant’s appearance at the sessions, but it was not forth- 
coming. : 











GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Tue Cuancery JupGEs. 


The Lords Justices commenced their Hilary Term sittings 
with seven cases before them for hearing according to the 
printed list Two more appeals had not been i be- 
tween them and the Lord Chancellor, because ap tly each 
judicial man was so wana yr omeg short of food that could not 
agree who should attack these two coveted morsels. Of these 
seven cases three look more like gon appeals than real ones, 
because there are other appeals in the same suits with which 
these three are to be heard. Under these circamstances cagnot 
some of the really terrific’ list of V.C. Wood, consisting of 
special cases and other matters not likely to involve an appeal 
to chambers, be disposed of by the Lords Justices? I believe 
the Lord Chancellor takes the bankruptcy sees, and the 


lunacy petitions must be slight. B, G. 
[Since this letter was written a transfer has been made. to 
the Master of the Rolls—Ep. S. J.] 





‘ PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS, 

In looking through that portion of The Solicitors’ Journal 
assigned to “ General Correspondence,” I have noticed that the 
great bulk of letters during the last month or two have been 
on the subject of the preliminary examinations. Law students 
do not appear to have any clear or definite idea of what these 
examinations, as a whole, consist; although many answers 
have .been given in your columns to inquiries on particular 
points, such as English composition, geography, and history, it 
may, perhaps, be acceptable to some readers if I were to give a 
brief syllabus of each requirement, as far as my own experi- 
ence goes. I will, if it does nbt take up.too much space, take 
the subjects as they are given in examination. 
1, Reading aloud a e from an English author,— Yon 
do not have to read before all your fellow candidates, as I at 
first supposed, but in a private room. “ Paley” was the 
book I had. 

2. Writing from dictation.—Pieges are not chosen which 
contain uncommon and very difficult words; but a passage 
with words and expressions well known to the general reader. 
3. English grammar,—lIt is necessary to be well up in Eng- 
lish verbs, and knowledge of composition and grammatical 
rules, so as to be able to correct faulty sentences. The latter 
should particularly be attended to. ‘ Murray” is the best 
book to use. 

4. Writing a short English essay.—About three subjects are 
given by the examiners, from which to make your selection. 
Only one essay, of course, is to be written. 

5. Arithmetic—a competent knowledge of the first four 
rules, simple and compound.—By the first four rales are meant, 
addition, subtraction, multiplication, and division. It is re- 
qnired, moreover, to know a little of fractions and decimals, 
and also interest. In fact, to touch upon almost every part of 
Ba ng on a f E nd of the British Isles,—Y. 

6. of Europe a iti les, — You are 
chiefly aired to give the routes from one place to another, 
say from to Venice—that is, to name the cities and 





c. 2), for assistance in ejecting a Miss Robinson and a number 
of mem who had taken forcible and illegal possession of the 





vinces through which you would pass in making such a 
journey. You should also know the principal rivers and capi- 
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tals of Europe and the British Isles; and chief lakes, capes, 
ports, bays, &c. Keith’s “ Geography ” is very suitable. 

7. PE a some on English history —lIt is important 
to get up the different laws of note which have been by 
arliament, as, for instance, the Bill of Rights, Retorm Bill, 
; and also to have some inft as to the constitutional 
f the English Legislature. Remarkable events in 
ign must be attended to. 
arank knowledge of Latin. —You nae know 
conjugate v: not forgetting irregulars, and how to 
nouns, Gue or two selections from classical writers 
you tO'translate. These you are not told of before 
into examination, I believe the examiners are satisfied 
is construed. 

, French, &c.—The candidate is at liberty to 
as to what language he will be cxuntiieh! in, 
t or modern. Suppose he takes Latin. He 
receives s paper, with a selection from the book he has been 
ing up, say, “ Cicero De Amicitia.” When he has this, all 
he has to do is to write a translation to the best of his ability 
and remembrance. No dictionaries or other assistance are 
allowed. 

This is a short analysis of what the preliminary examination 
acludes. 


It may seem long, but by being explicit and full, I think 
many untiecessary letters may be prevented from appearing in 
this paper, and law students who propose going up for their 
examination receive useful information, That the latter may 
be foe case is the sincere wish of Onz WHO HAS PASSED. 

an. 24, 
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Booxs ror ARrTicLeD CLERKS. 

In answer to “A. F, T. S.'s”’ letter of last week, in which 
he says the question is, “ supposing a solicitor is not provided 
with necessary inaterials in the way of books, is it incumbent 
on him to purchase the same to enable a clerk to pass his ex- 
aminstions?” 

I think, in the first place, that if a solicitor takes an articled 
clerk, he has no right to receive him into an office with bare 
boards, and therefore it is iacumbent upon him to perchase books 
necessary to carry on an ordinary general practice; and beyond 
this, I am of that a solicitor is not bound to purchase 
or to suppl books to his articled clerks. 

An autloled clerk must do as all medical students do—pré- 
vide all preliminary works themselves. ATTORNEY. 

Jan. 24. 





Petitions or Ricut, 

Mr. Irwin seems to confess by a letter he has (January 16) 
sent to the Morning Advertiser, that he has not raised the 
question he ought to have raised as to the right of the Crown 
to refuse to accede to a petition of right. Having been in 
court at the trial, I can state positively that Lord Chief Justice 
Erle did not understand that. If the Crown is to act on advice 
tendered by the Home Secretary, and he on what he is recom- 
mended to do by the law officers of the Crown, it practically 
amounts to this, that you cannot sue the Crown without it 
chooses to be sued—not a very likely state of things: Did 
Mr. Bovill’s Act mean this? I should think not, Xs 





Epucation oF ARTICLED CLERKS, 

Some of your readers will probably have seen in the Legal 
Examiner for the present term a scheme put forward by the 
learned editor of that periodical, for improving the system of 
the professional education of articled clerks, which is evidently 
the result of much consideration and thought, and, taken as a 
whole, can hardly fail to be received with approbation by the 

ion at large. I would ee however, to — atten- 

to one or two ve objections to it, upon important 
ar jn hich the machoahions of the editor 
has led him into difficulties which may endanger the success 
of his entire device. To illustrate this, I would refer to the 
idea which some bright millenial vision has produced in his 
mind, and which pervades the whole scheme, that solicitors are 
to live by principles and not by practice. The lengthened 
period (two and a half years) allotted for compulsory attend- 
ance upon the proposed law classes, must be an insuperable 
obstacle in the case of most country articled clerks, nor would 
the additional experience of London practice which they would 
thus at all for the expense and inconyeni- 
above all the ignorance of country practice, to which 


| 


cs 


London, as well as these, it must be borne in mind, that a — 
thorough: fumiliarity with every day practice is a most essential ~— 
part of their education; and it cannot be sed, that durin 
the most valuable period of their articles, 9, 
upon law classes, would be compatible, or even : 
concutrently with the other less inviting but equally important 
part of their studies. I would say, therefore, let the compulsory 
attendance at classes be limited to the last year of the term; 
the remaining four being given up to office duties, voluntary 
attendance at lectures, private tutorial instruction. 

I very much question the expediency or 


cons linoting toe Snel sesmmnetone tn Se ; 
the learned editor, by dividing them into two parts, one 












































mere pass, and the other for honours—a 
to me to arise partly from the idea which 
above, and partly from a misconception as. 
object of the examinations themselves, which 
ceive, to provide for admission to the roll of none but 
Lge persons, and not, as at the universities, to open a wide 
eld for competition, either for honour or profit, for which 
a! _—— offer sufficient nee al a, 
le there is every reason to approve proposal 
the tutorship and examinership should be filled by solicitors of 
tried merit, of whom there are doubless well qualified for 
those positions, it is much to be 
should have indulged in any ill-founded sarcasms upon the 
ona: serene of potanee alivered at vet ony oa 
am able to testify from my own experience great ¢ 
that is to be derived from then, but a conclusive proof of their 
value and the general competence of the lecturers is the 
attendance of students upon them. Ocravivus L, His. 
Gray’s Inn, Jan. 27. " 
































ArticLED Crerks’ EXAMINATION. 

I believe the resolution of the Council of the I 
Law Society not to publish, in future, any of the ati 
questions, has not met with anything like unanimous rt 
among the members of the Council itself. It is 
a bold step, and if it is to be carried out your suggestions as 
to the neces alterations in the character of the examina- 
Pr ought to be attended to. A. B. 

Jan. 29. r 









SaLe BY AucTion—ConDITIONS. oe 


Where a condition expressly states that the bidder shall ad- 
vance £5 at least at each bidding, and it is verbally declared 
by the auctioneer that an advance of £2 will be taken, is a £2 
bidding binding on a purchaser in the face ,of the written con- 
dition ? Has there been any decision on the point? 

I shall feel obliged by some of your corre: ts answering 
the above query. Hos. HeNsHaw. 
Leek, Jan. 28, 1863. 

















Lanp Registry Orrice, 


I, amongst many, have been frightened by the oft-repeated 
assertion, in your pages, that it'is most dangerous for any land- 
owner fo attempt to register his title under the Act of last 
session, without first submitting the title to be fully examined 
by an experienced conveyancer, lest, failing to register, the title 
should be blown upon, : 

Now, I have within the last few days seen and read a book 
by Mr. Tenison Edwards, of the Inner Temple, called “Shall 
we register title?” which promises fair to create considerable 
stir amongst the public. At p. 41, under the heading “ No 
publicity if title rejected,” Mr. Edwards says—* But then the 
staunch and interested objectors to registration make use of 
what may be called their bugbear—their béte noire—to frighten 
the land-owner, and say to him—‘ For God’s sake, take care: 
if you send your title into the Registry Office to be examined, 
and you are refused registration, you will never be able to bor- 
row money on it—it will be published to the world that you 
have no title.’ No tale to frighten little children with could 
be more utterly groundless than this; for, in truth, there is 
quite as little, if not less likelihood of publicity in the case.of 
a title rejected by the registrar, than of a title rejected by the 
proposed lender's conveyancer.” 

The writer then goes on to show that publicity only takes 
place after the registrar has what is called “aceépted the 
title "—that is, affirmed it to be good. And then he says ( 
43)—" If the registrar does not accept the title, there is: 
publicity whatever, and he returns the deeds, &c,, without: 
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would be subjected by so long an absence from the scene 
of future avocations. But with regard to students in 


mark to show that they were ever in the Registry Office. . . 
so that, in fact, your own solicitor may be the only 
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who, up to this point, is acquainted with your application 
for registration besides the registrar and examiver of title.” 
Hitherto I have been inclined to follow you in your view of the 
Act, but I confess my present tendencies are to transfer my 
allegiance to “ Shall we register title?” 

trust that, with your usual impartiality, you will, in the 
interest of the many, give space to this letter in your valuable 
pages, although, the substance may not tally with your own 
opinions. ; H.C, 


Matpstonz.—On Wednesday a meeting of deputations from 
the varions assessment committees in the county of Kent was 
held at the Court-house, Maidstone, with a view to the adoption 
of some general principles as to the deductions that should be. 
made in respect of various kinds of rateable y, for the 
bonged of thé Union Assessments Act. long discussion 

place, and the following were the recommendations which 
the meeting finally adopted:—* That the deduction in res 
of wood land should be 1 per cent. ; for laud upon which there 
were no buildings, not exceeding 2 per cent. ; for farms with 
necessary buildings, 5 to 12 per cent. ; for houses and cottages, 
10 to 25 per cent. ; and for commutation rent-charge, 3 to 7 
per cent, ; to cover tenant's profit, col!ection, losses, and legal 
expenses.” It was also resolved that the assessment of mills, 
manufactories, railways, canals, collieries, brickyards, and other 
property of an exceptional nature, must be left to the judg- 
ment and discretion of the several assessment committees. 








Worcester.—In compliance with a circular issued by Sir 
John Pakington (who is chairman of the Droitwich Board of 
Guardians), an aggregate meeting of delegates from tlie various 
poor law unions of the county of Worcester was held at the 
Shirehall at Worcester on Monday last, to consider the expe- 
diency of adopting some uniform principle in arriving at the 
rateable value of property, for the purposes of the Union As- 
sessments Act. Sir Jolin Pakington presided, and among the 
delegates present were Lord Northwick, Sir F. H. Goodricke, 
Sir H. Lambert, &c. Sir John stated at some length the ob- 
ject of the meeting, and his views on the question, which were 
embodied in a series of resolutions, which he submitted to the 
meeting for approval. Thereupon a lengthy discussion ensued 
which ended in the resolution being adopted in the’ following 
form:—1. That the gross estimated rental of lands and houses 
is to be taken at such an amount as may be reasonably ex- 
pected by way of rack-rent from a yearly tenant, such tenant 
undertaking to .pay the usual tenant’s rates and taxes and 
tithe committation rent charges, and that therefore existing 
rents and property-tax returns otight to be considered only 
so far as they may be useful as guides for arriving at the 
fall actual annual value. 2, That if, in consideration of the 
rent thus reserved, the landlord shall haye agreed to pay tlie 
tenant’s rates and taxes, or shall have let his ‘land as tithe-free, 
although it is in fact subject toa tithe commutation rent-charge, 
and the owner of such rent-charge is separately rated for 
the same, the amount of such rents and taxes or tithe rent- 
charge ought to be deducted from the rent so reserved, in 
order to arrive at the gross estimated rental; but when the 
land in respect of which such rent has been reserved is actually 
tithe-free, or the tithe-owner is not separately rated, rio 
similar or equivalent deduction ought to be made. $. That 
the rateable value of lands and houses is to be ascertained by 
deducting from the gross estimated rental the probable annual 
average cost of repairs, insurance, and other expenses, if any, ne- 
cessary to maintain them ina state to command such rent. For 
this object it is desirable that the said deductions be made with 
uniformity throughout the county, and the following scale was 
recommended to the committec*—First, for lands without farm 
buildings, 24 per cent.; second, for lands with farm buildings, 

74 per cent. ; third, for houses and other buildings except cot- 
tages and mills, and manutactories 15 per cent.; fourth, for 
cottages, 20 per cent. 4. That in the case of the tithe rent- 
chargethe gross estimated rental should be the amount of com- 
mutation for the last preceding year, and the rateable value 
should be ascertained by deducting from the gross rental and 
tenant’s rates and taxes, including tenant’s property-tax, and 
an allowance of 10 per cent. for costs of collecting and legal 
expenses, and losses by default of payment, and the amount of 
all tenths and all other ecclesiastical dues and perp and 
of insurance and repairs of any chancel to which such rent- 


charges may be liable, and also all payments in respect of dis- 
trict churches and of assistant curates whose services are re- 
quired in addition to, and not in substitution for those of the 








incumbent. 5. That the assessment of mills, manufactories, 
railways, canals, collieries, brickyards, and other property not 
particularly noticed in the foregoing resolution, must be left to 
the discretion and judgment of the several assessment ¢onimit- 
tecs. 








. Last week the court of Queen’s Bench gave judgment in a 
case of M‘Nally vy. Oldham, which was an action: for libel, 
against the defendant, for having published jin alist called the 
‘* Black List,” statement that the plaintiff was judgment 
debtor of one Johnstone, the plaintiff averring that the defendant 
well knew snch statement to be a false jon, and that 
me 1 ana hae been satisfied previous to the publication of 


The Lorp Carer Justice delivered judgment, and stated 
that the case came before the Court upon a demurrer to ‘the 
fifth defence which had been pleaded, and daring the argu- 
ment the defendant took the course which he had a right to do, 
namely, that of insisting upon objections to the summans and 
plaint upon various grounds, as showing that the plaintiff had 
not stated a cause of action entitling him to recover. ‘The case 
was one of very considerable importance—of considerable im- 
portance to the public generally, but especially to that section 
of the public engaged in trade; and from the nature df the com- 
plaint, and of the defence, it would be right accurately to ascer- 
tain and inquire into the statements contained in the’summons 
and .plaint, and the defences which had: been: filed in answer 
to the same. In this case there were involved questions of law 
and questions of fact; and upon the law and the facts, and the 
result of them, the Court were all of opinion that the plaintiff 
had shown a good and sufficient cause of action, and that the 
defendant did not show a sufficient cause of either .j ion 
or excuse. The action was brought by the plaintiff asa tra 


and he shows that he was not only a trader of eredit, but ° 
specially stated that persons who had supplied him with goods 


suitable to his trade—namely, upon credit—had Fg ae 
by the publication of his name in what was called the 
List” to withdraw from giving him credit. After this statement 
he proceeded to aver that on the 24th of May, 1860, the de- 
fendant published of and concerning the plaintiff, o false 
malicious libel in the words following, and then nai the” 
publication as one of the date of the 24th of May,.and the 
designation given to it was material. . It pede ke by the 
name of the“ Black List,” and the law was settied,that in re- 
ference to the meaning to be attached to language words were 
to be taken in their ordinary and usual acceptation und in 
their accustomed sense, when another interpretation) was’ not 
given to them by an inuendo, which they might ‘be capable of 
bearing. ‘he publication went on to enumerate the list of 
judgments affecting debtors, and the publication on the. 24th of 
May, in reference to the plaintiff, was as follows:-++“ Debtor's 
name, M‘Nally (George); residence, Co ; trade, 1 
jeweller; court, Exchequer; amount, £157 48., costs, £7 48 11d.; 
creditor, Edward Johnstone; ” meaning thereby that.on the 24th 
of May the plaintiff was a judgment debtor of the said Edward 
Johnstone in the sum of £157 4s., and £7 4s, 11d: costs. Tbe 
summons and plaint went:on to aver that by reason of this 
publication the plaintiff had been greatly injured in his trade, 
credit, and reputation, and that divers persons (enumerating 
them) with whom he had traded, and by whiom he had been 
supplied with goods—in consequence of this publication—with - 
drew their credit, to the damage of the plaintiff, inthe sum’ of 
£2,000. This charge was repeated through the other counts 
as they were formerly called of the summons and plaint, or, as 
they were now designated, paragraphs, varying thestatement of 
the circumstances with more or less of @ ation.’ One of 
those circumstances of aggravation was, that in consequetice of 
the publication the plaintiff was driven’ to jand 
another circumstance of aggravation was the allegation that 
the defendant knew it to be a false representation —namely 
that on the 24th of May the plaintiff was a judgment debtor of 
Johnstone. ' He (the Chief Justice) now came to the defence 
made as an answer to the summons and plaint, with this pre- 
liminary observation—that the question before the Court was 
in reference to the case of a trader complaining of an injury 
to him in the way of his trade, and by the inuendo he aifixe 
& meaning to the terms used in the publication; and, in refer- 
ence to which meaning, if the party had aj 
he must justify or excuse the publication, the subject of com- 
plaint.. ‘There was a candid admission the 
counsel that this was the law, aud that the defendant must 
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pais, It was as much satisfied by payment as if it had been 
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justify in the sense imputea by the inuendo, The defence 
stated that all the matters complained of in the several counts 
were one and the same, and it then went on to aver that 
Edward Johnstone duly obtained a judgment in the Court. of 
Exchequer in Ireland, against the plaintiff, for the sura of £157 
4s, for damages, and £7 4s. 11d. for costs of the suit, and that 
the judgment was duly enrolled of record in said court, and 
st the Sime of sid ptnie tins abe tae gameasion 
at the time i ; that the same wus appearing of 
record, and registered as aforesaid, and that the defendant pub- 
lished what he had'done bond Ade and without malice. © It 

by the pabli in_ the “Black. List” that 
at that time—namely, on the 24th of May—the plaintiff was a 
judgment debtor on account, of that judgment to Johnstone; it 
was stated to be of record, and not annulled or vacated; but it 
was not true that it was then an existing judgment, for it was 
not denied that it had been paid off r premanely, and, therefore, 
in truth and in reality, it was» ann ; whereas it was here 
held out to the public that on the 24th of May, the date of the 
publication, the plaintiff was a judgment debtor upon an exist- 
ing je t duly registered, and upon which, therefore, there 
might forthwith have issued an execution against the trader. 
mache les. the judgment hac been annulled by actual 
payment, which was as effectual for; the satisfaction and ex- 
tinction of the. efficacy of the j ent, as if it had been 
satisfied upon record. A person, a right truly to. re- 
port a matter of record as part.of the proceedings of a 
court of justice, and to state a j} as being one that 
had been recovered but annulled; 10 legal right to pub- 
lish a. true copy of a judgment did not entitle a party to 
add a sting to the statement inconsistent. with the truth, and 
to hold out a person as being a judgment debtor, when, in 
reality, the judgment had been satisfied by actual payment. 
The otlier counts alleged, and there was no answer given to 
the allegations, that the defendant knew and was apprised of 
the fact that the judgment had been paid off, and that the 
result of the publication was the withdrawal of credit from the 
plaintiff, which led to his Saabrepter and ruin, This was a 
case where upon the record the Court had to deal with the 
complaint of a trader, in good credit, who had been brought to 
ruin and peg iy or It was said this publication was.no libel, 
according to the definition of a libel given by Baron Parke; in a 
case reported in 6th Meeson and Welsby; but a libel consisted 
of more than the defamation of character, and what was alleged 
by the defendant, and which s0 seriously affected the plain- 
iff as a trader, was a false and malicious libel. It was averred, 
no doubt, that he published what he had given to the public 
bond fide and without: malice, but the admission of the real 
facts contradicted that general allegation, and the defendant 
could not avail himself of those general words to secure himself 
from the consequences of the act he admitted he had done. 


_ But, assuming it for a moment not to be a libel, in the strict 


sense of the word, under the late Act of Parliement a party 
was entitled to add an action on the case for false representa- 
tion of him as a trader, from which injury had arisen, and he 
(the Chief Justice) apprehended that there could be no possible 
doubt that an action upon the case for a false representation 
made respecting a trader, concerning his credit and cireum- 
stances, when it produced actual injury as the natural result, 
was actionable, Here it was averred that the result of the re- 
false to the defendant’s knowledge, was to bring 
the trader to ruin and bankruptcy. ‘There was no justification 
or excuse for representing the plaiutiff as being on the day of 
the publication a judgment debtor, and under an existing lia- 
bility.. It was said upon the authority of a Scotch. case, 
brought by way of appeal to the House of Lords, that this 
publication was justified and justifiable; and that case arose 
from an application peculiar, to the Scotch courts, for an in- 
unction to restrain the ee of what was alleged would 
a libel. But that publication was one justified by the ex- 
press provisions of an Act of Parliament, by which a record 
was to be made of the names of the parties who allowed their 
bills to be  proteeted, and for the public the fact was to be made 
known, But this was the publication of ficts, for the names 
given were of those whose bills had actually been protested, 
and the House of Lords held that the publication was justified 
by law, and by the terms of the statute. There the 
facts were truly ee ge if the defendant had published the 
record truly, he would have come within the protection of the 
Scotch case; but he added to it what was not true, and repre- 
sented the judgment as an existing liability, whereas it had 
been paid off om the 19th of May, and the Act Parliament al- 
lowed a party to plead payment of a judgment as a matter in 





satisfied upon record, | The fact of knowledge was admitted, 
and also that the consequences were the bankru and ruin 
of the plaintiff, and he (the Chief Justice) would be sorry that 
there should be any doubt upon the subject. He did not know 
how trade or commerce could be carried on if men were not 
protected against such a proceeding as this; and, appreciating 
the importance of the case, the Court had looked into it anxi- 
ously and deliberately, and trade could not be carried on if such 
a nuisance were to be itted as would justify a person in 
untruly charging a trader.with being under an existing liability, 
which would offer a temptation to every one of his creditors to 
issue a commission of bankruptcy against him, in order to 
vent his property being swept away under'an execution. Upon 
these grounds he had come to the conclusion, whether looking 
at the publication as declared against for being a libel, or. re- 
garding the action as one of an action upon the case for a false 
representation affecting a trader in his trade, that no justifi- 
cation or excuse had been shown, arid that the plaintiff's de- 
murrer should be allowed. 

Mr. Justice O’Brien concurred in the judgment, and for the 
reasons so fully stated by the Lord Chief Justice, and his Lord- 
ship remarked—in reference to the publication of proceedings 
in courts of justice, even where published in newspapers before 
the case at hearing was concluded—that the pu ion was 
justified where it traly represented what had taken place on 
the previous day. 

Mr. Justice Hares also expressed his full concurrence in 
the decision arrived at by the other learned judges. 









































































































































COLONIAL TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


INDIA, 

A debate bas taken place in the Imperial Legislature, the 
subject being a bill to punish fraudulent breaches of. contract. <a 
In 1860 a minority of the Bengal Indigo Commission so . 
strongly recommended some measure of this kind that the late 
Lord Canning instrncted Mr. Beadon to introducs a bill into 
the late Legislature for the punishment penally of fraudulent 
breaches of contract to ver tural produce. The 
legislation was, acknowledged to be special and exi 
like that in England referring to merchant seamen. 
Secretary of State for India objected to the bill while it was 
before the Legislature, and it was abandoned in 1861. Hardly 
had the new Legislative Council met, in Taal Clee tees 
when. the evil being an obstraction to the investment of capital 
and the promotion of industrial undertakings ring late 
Mr. Ritchie prepared a bill on the same subject, bill 
dealt with all contracts, of whatever kind, in one general mea- * 
sure, prescribing for fraudulent breaches proceedings of a civil 
nature in point of form, but of a criminal kind in ‘of 
the penal consequences to which an unsuccessful d ant 
made himself liable. Again, Lord Canning having left India, 
the Secretary of State arrested this bill in its progress through 
Council, much to the annoyance of almost the whole of 
members. A select committee of the Council afterwards, by a 
report, recommended the abandonment of the till_hinting 
that legislation of some kind was necessary, but must be post- 
poned for obvious reasons, 

It was upon this report that the debate ensued. Mr. 

S. Maine, the new legal member of the Legislative. i 

formerly reader on jurisprudence and the civil law to'the Inns 
of Court, spoke in support of the withdrawal of the bill and 
in condemnation of any such confusion of the civil and crimi 
nal sides of jurisprudence as sucl: a measare inevitably in- 
volved. Pointing to the whole series of statutes to regulate 
the relations between capital and labour, and’ in’ reference to 
merchant seamen, lee a = nape and 
exceptional legislation. The one, while curing might 
revolutionise the Constitation; the other had warren 
could be accurately foreseen. He had’ not such experience. of 
India as to say if such particular legislation.was required in 
the present instance; but if it was it would secure what was 
“ one of the most efficient means of moral :education—the 
exact perfermance of. contracts.” . Mr. Ellis, of the Caleutta 
Bar, the new member for Madras, opposed »all legislation to 
punish breach of contract as unnecessary.. ‘The bill-was aban- 
doned for the present. : ‘ 

A bill has been introduced into the Legislature to: legalize 
all marriages of Christians in India contracted since: 185% in 
the presence of not in holy orders,and to prevent all 
doubts as to. the ity of Dissenters’ and native Ghristiaus’ 























































































































































































































































































marriages for the future. 
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FOREIGN TRIBUNALS AND JURISPRUDENCE. 


AUSTRIA, 
The publication of the statute law for the Lombardo-Vene- 
tian kingdom, has been postponed until the Diets on the other 
side of the Leitha, can be convoked. 





ROME. 
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 
It spp from a report on Roman affairs, recently trans- 
y, 


mitted by the Pontifical Government to the Emperor of the 
French, that the administration of justice in the Papal States 
does not differ from that existing in the most civilised states of 


Europe, There is a code of ure, and in each proyincial 
chief town a tribunal for important causes, while for matters of 
minor importance there are inferior judges who fulfil the same 
functions as the juges de paix in France, There are three 
courts of appeal—one at Rome, one at Bologna, and one at 
Macersta. Criminal causes are tried by the collegiate tribu- 
nals in public sitting, and the witnesses are confronted with the 
accused. A code of procedure determines the forms to be fol- 
lowed in criminal causes, and a penal code fixes the punisbment 
to be inflicted on persons found guilty of misdemeanors or crimes. 
The Minister of Grace and Titles superintends the admi- 
nistration of civil and administrative justice. He has under 
his control the tribunals, the judges, the attorneys-general, the 
advocates, and their courts of discipline... To him are sent, for 
reference to the sovereign, all memorials and petitions for the 
reversal of sentence; he decides in cases of extradition, and 
conducts the arrangement of judicial statistics, and the peri- 
odical publication of the laws and acts of Government. 





AMERICA. 
ELEcTIVE JUDGESHIPS. 

In reference to New Orleans, General Butler, in recently 
acknowledging an invitation to a public dinner at New York, 
related the following as justifying his change of views in re- 
a to slavery. ere came into his office a woman, twenty- 

en years of age, peony white, who asked hin in page 
language if he would put her in one of her father’s houses. Her 
history was this. Her father had educated her in the city of 
New York until she was betwoen seventeen and eighteen 
years of age, and taken her to one of the metropolitan Gotels, 
where he Kept her as his mistress. Not relishing the connexion 
and desiring to get away from him, she went to New Orleans 
—he followed her; but she refused to live with him, at which 
he whipped her in the public street, and made her marry a 
slave. She afterwards resumed the unnatural relation, going 
to Cincinnati, but was brought, bent by her husband or father 
with a child belonging to somebody. Her father fled from the 
city at the time of its occupation by the United States’ forces, 
leaving her in a state of destitution. She wanted to live in one 
of her father’s houses; but her story was not credible, and he 
determined to investigate it. To his surprise it was found the 
facts were well known, and, nevertheless, this person had been 
elected a judge of one of the New Orleans courts. 








REVIEW. 

New Commentaries on the Laws of England (partly founded 
on Blackstone). By Hexry Joun adn ge fue 
Law. Fifth edition. for the press by James 
STEPHEN, Esg., LL.D., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at- 
Law, Prof of English Law at King’s College, London, 
and Recorder of Poole. Butterworths. 1863. 

Frmst Notices. 


We have heard “Blackstone’s Commentaries on the Laws of 
Ehgland” characterised by eminent lawyers as the best of all 
elementary works on law. Nor does the praise seem wholly 
undeserved. Like Johnson’s Dictionary, it wag a marvellous 
work for a writer to have accomplished alone and unaided. 
Its comprehensive view of the whole body of English juris- 
prudence, the excellence of its style, and the exact knowledge 
of law, and especially of real property law, displayed by that 
eminent author, might well challenge admiration. ' To this day 
it is almost the only English. law book. known out of this 
country. Our Fearnes, Sugdens, and Jarmans, household 
names as they are to English ers, are to the other nutions 
of Europe unknown entities, while Blackstone has been trans- 


by great jurists, among others by Mittermaier. Probably most 
foreigners who wish to obtain any insight into English laws 
and institutions are content to derive their informatibn from 
this elementary work. At the same time its defects are not 
few. Not that the Priestleys, Benthams, and other writers who 
assailed it much affected the estimation in which the work has 
always been held, but its inherent defects of arrangement were 
great, while the changes of times and opinions long since made 
a reconstruction of the work inevitable, 
The most ‘serious defects have, of course, arisen from the - 
numerous and sweeping ‘alterations in ‘the law made since 
Blackstone's day — alterations $0 gréat, as ‘to threaten to 
render the whole work obsolete. In Various editions, attempts’ 
have been made to supply this defect by notes; but whatever 
the merits of these defunct editions, the work became so in- 
cumbered with remarks contradicting or qualifying the author, 
that the student had to be pi ly unlearning in the note 
what he had already learned in the text. The original, in 
fact, lay buried under a heap of commentary, so great as to be 
worse than useless. 
Tn 1841 Serjeant Stephen published the first volume of the - 
work(of which the fifth edition has just appeared) in which he 
attempted to remedy the evil. In an admirably written pre- 
face, he explained the plan of the remodelled work, and justi- 
fied his departure from Blackstone’s atrangement. The pre- 
face is well worth close study; not only for the originality of 
the views propounded, but for the excellence of its style. 
Blackstone, influenced by the writers on the Roman law, had 
laced the law of property after the rights in private relations. 
jeant Stephen shews that the law of property should take 
the precedente, “ for it is in the nature of the relative rights, 
viz.—those which grow ont of the social relations of parent 
os child, husband = ee eat a9! “= le, and the 

, to pre-suppose the absolute ones . 
security and property.” According to the rer decjeant, 
the work arranged in a scientific’ order would stand as fol- 
lows:—1. Personal Rights; 2. Rights of br gt 8. Rights 
in Private Relations; 4. Public Rights; 5. Civil Injuries: . 
6. Crimes. ‘This general scheme was skilfully carried out, 
and if we had any fault to find with eant Stephen it 
would be that he carried his deference for Blackstone too far. 
We should ‘have been glad also to find an introduction to the 
study of the law, anda sketch of the more general ciples of 
jurisprudence—less meagre and jejune than Blackstone’s 
address to the Oxford students. But all deductions made, 
the improvements are manifest; and as an instance of the 
originality and skill devoted to the work, we may point to the 
new Canons of Descent, which, in clearness and terseness, 
equal those laid down by Blackstone himself. 

The numerots changes and improvements introduced into the 
original work by Serjeant Stephen fully justified that learned 
writer in entitling his work “ New Commentaries,” founded on 
Blackstone. However, it isnot so much with the original Ste- 
phen’s Commentaries that we are concerned, as with the present 
edition. Thé incessant alteration of, we might almost sa 
tinkering at, the law has of late years proceeded with sn 
accelerated rapidity as to have entirely re-modelled whole 
branches of English jurisprudence. It was with some curiosity, 
therefore, that we took up this new edition to see how far it had 
kept pace with the prdgress of legislation and decision, We 
find every reason to be satisfied with the result, and are, we 
must confess, surprised at the amount of time and toil which 
must have been devoted by the learned editor to making these 
Commentaries on English Law as perfect as possible. © 

The student heed no longer fear, lest in r a chapter 
or section of this work he should be years in of ‘the 
actual state of the law, Indeed, any one who has fairly 
mastered it will have no mean knowledge of English juris- 
prudence. He will have learned most of the ‘principles 


governing each branch of the law, and will only have to widen 
and expand the knowledge he has acq ae 
It would, of course, be impossible within’ the limits of an 


article to point out all the improvements the origivial work lias 
received in this edition at the hands of Mr, Stephen, bat We 
will refer to some of the numerous oe which its 
its predecessors consists. ‘” g 


superiority to ing “the law 
of property, as expounded in Vols. 1 gid ‘9:—‘at pp. 
108 and 110 (Vol. 1), in the notes there ‘is ‘a very" cat- 
ful collection of the statutes relating to the ish colonies, 
which we should be at a loss to find anywhere else, and 
“p. 112 of those relating to the slave trade; pp. 115—117, 
Act for the better Government of India (2% dios Vict c. 106) 
and the other statutes relating to India and 





lated into various foreign languages, and been commented on 


China; 2 correction 
in the statement of the law of emblements, rendered necessary by 
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the 19 & 20 Vict..c. 120, s. down the new Act 22 & 23 Vict. c. 
35, 98- 14-18, relating to charges on real estate by will; the 
recent Act in relaxation of the law of mortmain (notes, pp. 
466 and 479); the “Settled Estates Act,” p. 484; the Stamp 
Acts; the aes & 23 Vict. c. 35) making personal property 
pe e to the and another (e. 4), and 

potas the defective execution of powers (@. 12); 
te. Cop ne (p. 650); the Act requiring the registration 

and rent charges. All these statutes, and many 
“ic on, haveeieailied, some instances, altogether changed, 
the law, and we know winged: in which they are so care- 
fully indicated. The editor has also inserted a great number 
ot decided cases bearing on the ts noticed in the text, 
the want of which had, we believe, much felt by students. 

The last chapter of the Ist vol. (chap. 24), Of Recent Pro- 
visions for the Protection of Purchasers and Mortgagees 
against Insecure Titles,” is entirely new, and gives a clear and 
succinct — of the recent Acts, 25 & 26 Vict. c. 53 
(Proof of Title Act) and the 25 & 26 Vict. c. 67  (De- 
claration of Title Act), two statutes which (if extended and 
made compulsory, as is hinted in some quarters is to be at- 
tempted) will sorelatlonian the whole system of conveyancing, 
and which, at all events, require the lawyer’s careful attention. 

In the 2nd vol. peiberds expected to find so much new 
Poe the ener. on ‘ « Title by Occupancy.” Under the 

id “ Of ‘Title by Invention,” the editor has collected the nu- 
merous Acts sips to the fine arts down to the 25 & 26 Vict. 
c. 68, relating to p  Aciantes , and photographs. 

A clear and co a of the New Bankruptcy Act, 
24 & 25 Vict, &. i Fe m, and the recent Acts, 24 & 25 
Vict. ec. 114 and 121, ante the effect of domicil on ‘wills, and 
those for the protection of executors and administrators 
(22 & 29 Vict. ©. 35, and 23 & 24 Vict. c. 88), are noticed in 


their appropriate places. 
‘The’ extensive chapter on Contracts has been throughout 


. 
Ie 


may perhaps deserve consideration in a subsequent 

pr om 4 whether an index of cases should not. be prefixed, and 

also, whether it would rot be for the benefit of dhe practitioner 

ry student to have those known as leading cases distinguished 
y a type. 

The lectins and additions rendered nacnaeney in the Ist 
and 2nd vols. by the numerous statutes passed respecting real 
and personal property must have entailed great ur on the 
editor, ard the Ayia is 9 work which may be ‘confidently 
Lapp de! iby ie joney, and recommended to the sludent 
as a clear sing psig of property law. ‘Ihe remaining 
volumes ome equal evidence of learning and research, but 
would require a notice to themselves; however, we hope we 
have sufficiently shewn that Mr. Stephen deserves the thanks 
of the public and the profession, and we congratulate him on 
the completion of his arduous task. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


CaNDIDATES WHO OBTaINED Honorary DIsTINcTION AND 
Prizes. 
Hitary Term, 1863. 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the roll 
of attorneys and solicitors of the superior courts, the examiners 
recommended the following gentlemen, under the age of 26, as 
being entitled to tyson ey stinction :— 

CARTMELL ee: oe 21, who served his baie Ang to 

. Thomas Harrison, of endal; and Mr. Thomas Johnston 


‘Ta Harrier Joun, aged 24, who served his clerkship 

aos ae essrs. Corser & Fowler, of Wolverhampton ; and Messrs. 
iller & Smith, of London. 

AvexanpER Bruce Dennistoun Sworn, jun, aged 2 21, vie 

Mover oo wens - cor seeped 72 gy of Manchester; and 

ty wcliffes, ndon. 
Jous W pee 21, who re his clerkship to Mr. 
Weodeoak’ Hoslingden; and Messrs, Holgate & 


Kare axe Boxsas, aged 21, who served his clerkship to 
of the Incorporated Law Socicty have accotd- 


wrire, the trim of the Hescuile Bevisty_of 


tne Covell 





Laden oe ths“ 08th Memieai Re 
To Mr. ot of the prizes of the Incorporated Law 
Society. 

To Me Woodeock, one of the prizes of the Incorporated Law 


Societ 
-_ Jee Rollit, one of the prizes of the Incorporated Law 
iety, 

The examiners have also certified that the following =a 
dates, whose names are placed in babetical sin passed 

‘3 weer Beat ae 5 served his io clerkship 

HOMAS BEAUMONT, to 
Mr. William Ansell Day; Mr. William Reynolds Pridenux; 
——— 3 . Smale phancpie} eer : oa 

ENRY CADMAN, jun., 21 served terkcaty | to 
Messrs. Carr, of Gomersal, near Leeds. 

Tuomas Davenrort GoopmaN, aged 23, who sorved his 
clerkship to Messrs. Challinor, Badnall, & Challinor, of Leek; . 
and’ Tasers. Gregory & Roweliffes, of London, 

Rosert Witaaim Gaurvira, B.A., aged * who served his 
clerkship to Mr. Alfred: Henderson, of 

Ropert Francis ORE, 122, ‘who served his 
clerkship to Mr. John Loosemore, of ‘Tiverton. 

Joun Henry Wakick, aged 22, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. Compe Joho he vail ths ie bi 

JaMEs WEBBER, jun 24 served his clerkship to 
Mr. Hanslip Palmer, of Upwell, near Wishech: 

Frepverick Hume Witcox, aged 25, who served ‘his 
clerkship to Mr. James a pee Bonin; of Sunderland; aud 
Messrs. Clarke & Morice, of Lond 

The Council have accordingly pdr them certificates of 
merit. 

The examiners have further announced to the following 
candidates that their answers to the questions at the examina- 
tion were highly satisfactory, and would have entitled them to 
prizes or certificates of merit if they had been under the age 
of 26: 

Joseru Francis. Swann, aged 29, who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. Stuart & Massey of London; and Messrs, Tweed & 
Hughes, of Lincoln. 

Ricnarp Austen DALE, aged 27, who served his clerkship 
to Mr. Robert Henry William Bartlett, of Wolver 

Txomas Gorrer, aged 28, who served his to Mr. 


Thomas Avison, of Li 
ed 31, wis who served hie elorkhip to 


ALFRED THomas Cox, 
Messrs. Greville & Tucker, 

The number of candidates fece: wey in this term was 106; 
of these, 98 wore passed, and 8 post 
CANDIDATES WHO PASSED THE EXAMINATION. 

Hivary bi Be a 
Aldridge, J hb Ps Aldridge ier We ‘G!Bandys 
ri , JO jun o  eeeeeee ? 

Barnes, James Bathe ......... Charles Janies Barnes.” aP 
Barrow, George......sccscesseeee J et 
Beal, Charles eee eeeeeeseeestes tee 
Beaumont, Thomas ..... ainda 


Breden, Matthew ........4.0s00 
Bretherton, John Francis 
Bullen, William Pople......... 
Burr, George s.s.sevecssdeeees ids 
Butcher, Matthew...........006 
Cadman, Henry, jun. . 
Chawner, Richard Jobn . 
Coleman, John Hall 

Cox, Alfred Thomas.... 
Croly, Pelham ‘Clinton.... 
Crosse, Thomas Neufville..... 
Dale, John ...ccic.c.cesieseee oe 
Dale, Richard Austen 

Dawes, William............. sibs 
Dickson, Richard ...,....... bide 
Eglinten, James ....c..scceeces 
Evens, Edward Luscombe .. 
Faweett, John 

Fearenside, John, jur....,+++05 


Witiam Burr. © 
E. Baker; E. K. Blyth. 
Wiliam 


Fearon, Francis, B.A . 

Ferns, Geor, Se 
Fitch, Will 108 vse. 
Flower, John, B.A. ..0..000-4. 
Foxwell, George Frederick ... 
Farniss, Martin Edward sesabs 





THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL & REPORTER. Jan. 31, 1863. 














250 

.. _, Name of Candidate. To whom articled, assigned, &e. | purchasing shares in new companies, in order to ascertain that 
Gill, Frederick William ...... E. J. Pickslay; R. Redfern. they have been brought forward with perfect bona fides. 
Goffey, Thomas....... -..-- Thomas Avison. 
Ge Webern: Manan Ioegaet BILLS IN PARLIAMENT 
Griffith, Robert William, B.A. Alfred Henderson. For THE Formation oF New Lines or Raltway IN 
Harrison, Cartmell .......... - Thomas Harrison. _ ENGLAND AnD WaLzs. 
Hobson, George Mounsey.... John Musgrave. Barnes, HAMMERSMITH, AND KEnstncTox,—New line. 
Haghes, John wcscccessccereseee Charles L. Hughes. Loxpon, Bricuton, aND Souru Coast.—New lines from 


Hunton, Jolin Robert Elstob 
John, James Hartley ......... 
Joy, Alfred George ............ 
Knott, Ambrose William 
Last, Samuel Joseph... ..... 
168, BIGWOE So: secvessdesanses 


Lewty, Francis......ssccccsssses 
Lioyd, Jobin .0650.0:0:08 sevnrsses 
Logie, Daniel William ... .... 

» Robert Francis ... 
Loseby, Arthur John ...... 
Lowndes, Robert Baxter 
Mardon Hugh Alexander...... 
Marshall, Arthur Edward ... 


Martindale, Henry Frank ... 
Masefield, William . .......... 
Mason, James Eardley......... 
Mason, James Ebenezer ...... 
Meller, Robert ........06 000 " 
Micklethwaite, John............ 
Nettleship, John Trivett ...... 
Newstead, James Shaw ...... 
Nicholson, John Peed Smith 
North, William, jun........ ° 
Nuttall, Uharles .......... one 


Otter, Robert Henry, B.A. ... 
Owen, George Leader, LL.B. 
Patey, Samuel ...........0cc0000 
Payne, Frederick Andrew ... 


Petty, John Neale .........0+ 
Poole, John Washington ... 
Rhodes, Louis .......... detinnes 
Rollit, Albert Kaye ........00. 
Rowell, Hector Martin......... 
Rowntree, John......00...00200+ 
Seale, Charles George ........ J 
Sharp, Edmund _...... pescevees 
Smith, Horace Melville ...... 
‘Smyth, William Doveton...... 


Stoneham, Robert Thompson 
Swainson, William .,.......... 
Swann, Joseph Francis ...... 
Sword, Alexander Bruce Den- 

NistOUN, JUD. ......000 weeeeeees 
be oy Edward Vaughan 

ompson, Joseph George... 
Thompson, Walter déoeneoncshe 
Waeick, John Henry 
Ward, Ernest Augustus. ...... 
Webber, James, jun. ......... 
West, William Thomas......... 
Whiteley, Charles ..... 
Wilcox, Frederick Hume .... 
Williams, William Robert ... 
Wood, Hum hrey oeree 
Woodcock, John 


Wordsworth, H: Hb .atsanae 
Walinshetiecs denon, 
Yets, Henry Muskett........ 


J. G. Thompson; J. Perkins. 

Henry H. Fowler. 

John Dangerfield. 

W. W. Hemiug; W. Meredith. 

Richard Nation. 

Charles Naylor; T. M. Lee; 
B. Burdekin, jun.; J. Eng- 
land; E. Weatherall, jun. 

Julius Partridge. 

Henry E. Norton. 

W. B. James; A. Bradbury. 

John Loosemore. 

John Loseby ; William Hunt. 

W. G. Bateson; E. W. Field. 

William Mardon. 

Henry John Whitehead. 

Frederick Grain. 

Masefield. 

J. Saxelbye; J. S. Hargrove. , 

John J, Spiller. 

Thomas Iveson. 

Jolin Webster. 

H. J. Nettleship; J. Iliffe. 

John Hope Shaw. 

G J. Nicholson; S. Peed. 

William North. 

Robert William Bennet. 

Robert L. Ford. 

Septimus Davidson. 

G. M. Frankham; G. Dawes. 

Thomas Clarke. 

Clement Stretton. 

William T. Poole. 

Thomas Rhodes. 

John Rollit. 

F.K. Parkinson; A. Turner. 

Henry William Litler, 

Edward W. Seale, jun. 

James C, Sharp. 

Holroyde’s & Cronhelm. 

J. Sorrell ; J. de la Mere. 

William Spencer. 

James George Richards. 

George Holmer. 

R. Jackson; ‘TT. Swainson. 

J, Stuart; C. L. Hughes, 


Barratt Whitworth. 
Richard Beachcroft, 
Henry B, Clarke. 
Thomas Mallam. 
George John Shaw. 
Samuel P. Brookes, 
Hanslip Palmer. 
William Jones. 
Jebn Shackleton: 
James S. Robinson, 
William Williams. 
Humphrey Wickham. 
Thomas Woodcock ; John Hol- 
gate. 
Joseph Greathead. 
William Marshall. 
J. Muskett Yetts. 











PUBLIC COMPANIES, 


The public have been warned against the mane uvres of some 
of the parties connected with the new companies, the endea- 
vour being to induce subscriptions by fictitious iums, 
A few preconcerted purchases have the effect of polity 
ing up the quotations of shares, thus inducing the outside 
world to assume that they are undertakings of merit, and will 
command success. Great caution is therefore necessary in 


‘ 








Peckham to Tooting, Mitcham, and Sutton. 

Dorxine To LEATHERHEAD.—New line. 

WIMBLEDEN AND SrREATHAM.—New line between. 

BraprorD, WaKEFIELD, AND Leeps.— Extensions to 
Methley and Low Moor. 

Mrp-Wa.es.—Branch to Manchester and Milford Railway. 

KETTERING anp THRAPSTONE.—Extension to Huntingdon, 

Vate or Neatu.—New line at Merthyr. 

Ramsey AnD Sr. Ives.—New line. 

LaNcASHIRE AND YorKsuire.—Extension from Thorne to 
Saddlethorp; and branch to Howden. ~ 

Lonpon aNpD NortH WestrEerx,—New branches in Che- 
shire. 

WINCANTON TO TunsBuRY.—New line.. Capital, £270,000. 

WOLVERHAMPTON AND BripGENoRTH.—N ew line. Capi- 
al, £150,000. 

PROJECTED COMPANIES. 
Bank or Great Brivatn (LiMi7Ep). 

Capital, £2,000,000, in 20,000 shares of £100 each. First 
issue, 5,000 shares. 

Solicitors — Messrs, Simpson, Roberts, & Simpson, 62, 
Moorgate-street. 

This bank is established for the purpose of affording direct 
banking communication between Kngland and Scotland, and 
of removing. the great disparity existing between the London 
rates of discount and those of the Scotch banks, reducing 
the high charges made in Scotland for remittances to England, 
and the transaction of English business. 

Bripiincton Quay Hore: Company (LIMITED). 

Capital, £80,000, in 8,000 shares of £10 each. 

Solicitors — Messrs. Walmisley & Co., 5, Victoria-street, 
Westminster. 

This company has been formed for supplying hotel accom- 
modation for persons visiting Bridlington and the neighbouring 
coast. 

Empire Marine Insurance Company (Limrep). 

Capital, £1,000,000, in 100,000 shares of £10 each. 

Solicitors—Messrs. Liddledale, Ridley, & Bardswell, Liver- 


4 


; 


|. 
pe This company has been established under the belief that 
there is urgent demand fur more marine insurance offices in 
London and Liverpool. 

Tue Bank or Wares (LrmitTep), 

Capital, £1,000,000, in 19,000 shares of £100 ench. : 

Solicitors—Messrs. Crosley & Burn, 34, Lombard-street, 
London, E.C.; Mr. Charles Parke, 37, Moorgate-street, Lon- 
don, E.C, 

This bank has been formed for the purpose of providing in- 
creased banking accommodation throughout Wales. The 
company intend having branches in all the principal towns. 





Tue Tempte Cuurcu.—The leaden root of this charch is 
being thoroughly repaired, for which purpose a lofty scaffold 
has been erected on the south side of the circular vestibule. 
The rubble work on the north side of this portion of the church 
and the western porch has just been restored with much care 
under the supervision of the Temple architects. A portion of 
this ancient structure was recased with stone by Mr. Smirke 
in 1828, 

It appears that the number of bankruptcies 
year in England and Wales was 9,308. Of these, 4,104 oc- 
curred in the London jurisdiction, as compared with an annual 
average of 548 during the previous ten years; 569 in the Liver- 
pool district, as compared with a previous annual average of 
79; 662 in the Manchester district, as compared sae @ previous 


annual a of 89; 1,336 in the Birm district, as 
compared with a previous annual a 156; 1,046 in the 
Leeds district, as com with annual average of 


105; 898 in the Bristol district, as compared with # 
annual average of 68; 360 in the Exeter district, as compared 
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pee ng annual average of 42; and 313 in the New- 
castle district, as compared with a previous annual average of 
36. It is scarcely necessary to recall the fact that the pro- 
digious increase dheartable is almost entirely attributable to 


the operation of the new Bankruptey Act. 








COURT PAPERS. 


Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, 
The Judicial Committee will commence sitting for the dcs- 
patch of business on Monday, the 2nd of February, 1863, at 
half past 10, a.m. 


%, 


Queen's Bench. 

This Court will, on Monday, the 2nd, Tuesday, the 3rd, and 
Monday, the 9th days of February next, and the five follow- 
ing days, hold sittings, and will proceed in’ disposing of the 
cases in ¢he new trial and Crown papers, and any other matter 
then pending, and will also hold a sitting on Saturday, the 21st 
day of February next, at 10 0’ clock, for the purpose of giving 
judgments only. 


Crepequer of Pleas. 

Sittings at Nisi Prias, in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir Frederick Pollock, Knt., Lord Chief Baron of 
her Majesty's Court of Exchequer, after Hilary Term, 1863. 

MIpDLEseEx. 


S; l Juries and Common Juries. 
day, (i/-¥February 2| Saturday. . February 7 
> - $$] Monday ef 9 


, 

ednesday » 4| Tuesday on 

Thursday »:  5| Wednesday in 560 

Friday ‘e 6 | Thursday ee 
Lonpon. 

Special Juries and Common Juries, 

. Februrary 13 { Saturday . , February 21 
Monday “ 23 
Tuesday ce 24 
Wednesday ” 25 
Thursday ~ 26 

Thursday Friday é 27 
Friday ~ po 20 | Saturday ne 28 

The Court will sit at ten o’ clock. 

There will be a second court for the trial of common jury 
causes when necessary. 

This Court will hold sittings on Monday, the 9th, Tuesday, 
the 10th, Wednesday, the 11th, Thursday, the 12th, Friday, 
the 13th, and Saturday, the 14th days of February next, and will 
at such sittings proceed in disposing of the business then pend- 
ing in the paper of new trials, and in the special paper, and in 
giving judgment in matters then standing for judgment. 


Court of Chancery. 
_ SITTINGS arrer Hirary Term, 1863, 
LORD CHANCELLOR, The Fifth Seal. 
Lincoln’s Inn. Thursday ..12) A op, mens. & apps. 
Friday ....13 


The First Seal,— 
Tuesday Feb.10-{ 706 se: WER 
: Monday ....16( A?Pes- 


Wednesday 11..Petus. & nae {ag 
«+Petns. & a) 
Thursday -.12 Tuesday ....17 
Wednesday .18 Apps. in bkey. & 
. Appeals. 


apps. 

Thursday ..19 The ‘Sixth Seal.— 
Tuesday ....17 ae App. mtns. & apps. 
Wednesday .18 FS in bkey, & | Friday...» 


Friday, 
Saturday 
Monday 


Wednesday 





A 
Saturday ..21..Petitionsand apps. 
Thursday ..19 | The Second Seal— | Norice.—The days (ifany) on which 
e 20 be en- 
Saturday ;.2h 
Monday’ ...33¢ APPedle 
Tuesday ....24 MASTER OF eee 
Wednesday 25 ee Saye ve.10{ ee oe 
Thursday ..26 { The Third Seal— Tuesday Feb.'0 } iitns, & gen. papr. 
vr App. mtns. & apps. Wednesday, .11 

Friday......%7) Thursday nee General paper. 

+» Sht. caus., 


28 FS 1 Friday 1 

. + sums., and 
Apps, in: bkcy. & general paper. 
a 5 nee 
The Fourth Seal — Teena. | oneal apr 
pp. mitns, & apps. nesda; i Seal 
Thursday -10 | eee cen, page, 
Friday.....-20,.General 


App. mtns, & apps. | the Lord Chancellor shall 


gaged in the House of Lords are 
excepted. 





Petns., shit. caus., 








Saturday ..21 {sie and 


Wednesda: 
Thursday .. 5{ 


N.B.—U: 


is. | Thursday. 


The Fourth Seal.— 
Mtns & gen. pa. 
General A 


posed petitions must be 


presented and copies left with the 
Secretary, on or before the Thurs- 
day preceding the Saturday on 
which it is intended they should 
be heard; and any causes in- 
tended to be heard as short causes 
must be so marked at least one 
clear day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard. 


LORDS JUSTICES. 
Lincoln's Inn. 


Tuesday Feb.10 f 


Wednesday ech 
Thursday ..12 


Tharsday ..19 


Friday ....20 


The First Seal.— 
App. mtns. & apps. 


Appeals. 


Petns. in lunacy 
app. ptns., and 


Fifth 
App. mtns. & apps. 


Tuesday Feb.10 
Wednesday mt 


Feiday,.....20 


Saturday ..21 


Monday +0098) 
Tuesday ....24 


Friday..+<.27 


Thursday .. 5 


Friday . 002.6 
Saturday .. 7 
eoce 9) 
seeelO 
Wednesday 11) 
Thursday ..12 


Friday ....13 


Saturday ..14 


feces ae | 
Tuesday. ...17 
Wednesday 18 


Wednesday. .25 } 
Thursday ..26 
& 





Petns. in lanacy, | Ty 
and 


The Sixth Seal.— 
App. mtns. & apps. 
Petns. in lunacy, 
app. petns, and 


Saturday ..21,, Appeals. 
Norics.—The days (ifany) on which 
the Lords Justices shall be en- 


Feastial Commnittes of the Privy { 


Council, are excepted, 





V. C. Sin R. T, KINDERSLEY. 
Lincoln’ ‘ 


























‘ ’ . ms : ° 
252 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER, Jan. 31, 1863. 
= cometh 
Friday 720190. Petnt., cx canses, &c, | The Third seal.— ; 
Saturday ..21..Sht caus, caus, &c, Lareer: a liaee & gen. pa. LONDON GAZETTES. 
ae iday...+..27.. 3 
1 ee ar be = {ts Flt Professional Partyerships Dissotvev. 
marked, at one clear day ¥ «+81 & general paper. Torsbay, Jan 27, 1668, 
before the same can be put in the Monday, Mar 2 Faber, Hy Grey, & John Jas Wilson, Stockton, Atierneve-at-Law ant 
. Paper to be a pears, . E- hy we of 3 ¢ General paper. Solicitors (Faber & Wilson). Jan 17. By mutual consen 
oO cl motion for decree, or nesda, 
tabthet ny shall, ex- | Thuraday .. 5 { Ene Paneth Seal.— WA indungs-up of Point Stock Sivan. 
cept order of the Court, be | “+ Usttns, & gen. pa. Faspat, dew: 3 3 fees. 
marked to stand over, if it shall Friday .... 6..General paper. Loarrep 
be within Ls of the last cause or | saturday .. 7 7 genera causes, | Compressed Coal Compatty (ti) afte) Com Hoirya, wit oa, arch reh 4 
panos be ner the printed paper of the Sites & general paper. at 12, proceed further to settle the list of contribu’ this Com- 
y , pany. 
V. C, Sim W. P. WOOD. Tuesday “10 Causes; &c. Torsvar, Jan. 27, 1863 
Lincoln's Inn. Wednesday .11 Untimitep 1m CHANCERY. 
- Feb 19 { The First Seal— | Thursday ..12 1 ite Fifth Seal.— | Defender Fire and Life Insurance Company.— Peremptory order for 
uestay, Mtns. & gen. pa Friday 13 baba vet a call of ped avy shillings Leg share — all contributories of this com- 
Wednesday .11 | o6l@os pany, to on or before Feb 10, to W. ener ae 
Thursday ..12}Gencratpaper. | Saturday ..14 { Petas.,sht. causes, | 16 Tokenhouse-yard. : ¢ 
pape av" & general paper. 
eatin Ate OR mn eT Creditors uniber 22 %& 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Saturday ..14 { & general paper.” | Taesday ””..17 | General paper. of Claim. 
Monday ....16 * | Wednesday .18 Fatvar. Jan, 23, 1863, : 
Tucsday:...-17 General paper. | Thursday ss19{ fhe, ves nny | Bust, Wan, Bishop Auckland, Clock Maker Aprit'90. ‘thortited, 
Wednesday..18 . & gen. pa. Bishop A 
£4 The Second Seal.— | Friday ....20.,General paper, Collins, rranels, Helmet-row, Old-st, Middix, Widow. Mareh 25. Wright, 
Thursday ..19 Yine'& cos’ va, | Saturday ..21 { Pets, sh. causes, | & Bonner, London. st, E.C. 
Friday, +«+s20,.General paper. ©" (& general paper. Dunn, Jas, Manch, Commission Agent. . Feb 20. Hall & Janion, Manch. 
Petns., sht. causes, | N.B.—Any causes intended t6 be Flower, Wm, Damerham, Wilts, Farmer, March 25. Davy, anki 
prac te {fe general paper. heard as short causes must be so | 03s, Lory Soom haga Abbotts, Backs, Knight. %. & 
Tuseday. 11.94 General paper. fore apenas pore te pat ta ine Walker, John, Oakwell, Pav Gent. March 20. Battye, Birstal 
Wednesday ..25 pager the 60 honed, Withers, a Newport, Isle of Wight, Bank Minager, Match 
Wormald, Reha, formerly of Wakefield, and late of New Zealand, Gent. 
duly 1. Peacock. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 


CORTHBOT Octi 22, at Queen's Town, in the Colony of the Cape of 
Good Hope, the wife of Selby Coryndon, of Plymouth, Solicitor, of a 


daughter. 


oar Jan. 21, at 4, Church Field-place, Hawley-square, Margate, 
Wife of Charles francis Gibson, Bean's ‘ 


» Esq., Solicitor 


» of 


WALL™On Jan. qe at Boothdale, near Ashton-under-Lyne, the ‘wife of 


Hall, jun,, Esq 


» Solicitor, ofa son. 


Rossow on Jan. 99, at 43, Bloomsbury- square, the wife of Christopher 
Robson, of No. 13, Cliffora’s -inn, Solicitor, of a son, 


MARRIAGES. 


CUMING—DERRY—0On Jan dy 
Brooking Cuming, Esq., 


em aire 


daughtor of John Derry, Eon. of the game place. 
DEATHS. 
BROWN— On Jan, 1& at 14, Widcombe-cres, Bath, John Robert. Brown, 


J 


chureh of Tatnes, Francis 
itor, to Ann Kirkby, second 


57, ut years Clerk of the Peace for Westmoreland, in the 


Jama’ 
sae Jan, 23, at — house of her father, 40, Brunswick-ter, Brighton, 
wife of Charies Nicholas, Cole, of 6, Gloucester -cres, 
x-street, Strand, Solicitor. 


RE! aa EASY a Berstead, Bognor, 
Mary Anne, relic of Edward 


in the 


Count: 
Reid, 


of ene! 
» of the 


Jeane 22, at 11, Thorne-road, South Lambeth, Wm. Law- 
56, late clerk of Report-office, Chancery-lane, and for« 
clerk to the late Fredk. Robinson, Esq., Barrister; 


ner Temple. 
sHUGAI—~On ie. 25, at 56, Montpellier-road, Brighton, Mary, wife of 
oe Tring, in her 35th year. 
t Melbourne, Horace Mansfen Wright, Esq., 


rence, Esq., 
— m 


whigitt= cit bn tpt 


hk t-4 





UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


traatrrd othe Pure aiming 


Three Monthi:— 


bond Me 
a& minor. Zi: 16. 


Dunn. 
by the 


Freehold (exce: if acres held for a residue of an unexpired 
andred 2 


alll 


Lydden, dnd Sbertswou 

i in 
F Chori 
rebel ira oh 
house and pon ye 


aie, aye 


John 


Manding in the following Names will be 
the same, unless other 


Claimant s appear 


—- and Janes Donn, 
y said P, J. Dunn and J. 


Jewnines, Joun, Caldbeck, Cumberland,Gent. £1,000 Consols.—Claimed 
said Jennings. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT GARRAWAY'S. 
y Messrs. Farnepaornen, Cuan, & Liz. 


term of five 


known us Coldred Farm, in the parishes of Coldred, 


ar a 
Bull's 


ld, Kent, with stone-built farmhodse, dutbuild- 
.3 let at £157 per andum.—Sold for £4,020. 
ret in pay. Lge gt Ri¢kmabsworth, 
h Ash Farms, with farm- 
in all Pg Or. i 3; let at £220 per ann.—Sold 


residence, 10, Thavies’-inn, Holborn, let at £60 per 


bg land, fronting 


By Messrs. Stteckey & Pucrrs. 


for £6,760. 
Freehold 

ana.—sold for £1,170. 
Freehold residence residence, No. +E 
ann. © dad wey 

for £610 

an ot ce 
be arndmay <renn 


years from 1861, let at £150 


per 
furniture, and trade utensils.—Sold for £950. 


lane, Peckham, let at £45 per 


Elm-gtove.—Sold 


tle “Dr. Johnson” Tavern and Music Hall, 
and Thrée-King-court, Fieet-street. Term, 14 
ann.; with all the fixtures, fittings, 


H 





TusspaY, Jan, 27, 1863. 


, Ann Eliza, Stoke, Deyonpért, Widow. May 1. Little & Co, 

vonport. 

Blackburne, Betsey, Lee, Kent, Schooimistress, March 25, Few & Co, 
Henrietta-st, Covent-garden. 

Bousfield, Augusta. Upper Katon-pl, Eaton-sq, Midlix, Spinster: April 
2: Simpson, Wellington-st, London-b 

Costerton, — . Teaaingeen, ‘Middx, Gent. May 21, Robinson and Cos- 
terton, Exec 

Harris, bite, Gt Smaith-st, Westminster, Widow. Feb 28, Jones & Biax- 
land, Crosby-sq. 

Hey, Benj, Sherburn, York, Esq. March 21. Me nena i <G 

Hulman, Re wiand _— Northam, Devon, Mariner. Feb 17. 
Bidefo 

Meager, Wm, Swansea, Shi . March 14. Jenkin, 


pbuilder 
Spencer..Wm Rbt Churehill, cgi ew! Richmond, Esq. 25, 
Booty & Butt, Se png bidgs, Gray’s-inn. 
tyler, Wm, Dorset-sq, Middix, Esq. April 23. Uptons & Co, Austin 
rs. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fuar, Jan, 23, 1863: 
Flower, Sir Chas, Bart. Féb 19° Holmes ¢. Prescott, V. © Wood. 
— Wm, Devonport. Feb 20, Greenwood v, Greenwood, V. C. 


Stuart. 

Lautour, Albert, Stanpit, Hants, Esq. Feb 14. Lautour 0. Law M.R. 

Miller, John mittee, farket Deeping, Gent. Feb 19. tapers, Brows, 
Arnold v. Brown, M, R. 

Ramehay, Wm, Inner —" Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Feb 12, Franckman 
v. Hartord, V. C. Stua 

Scattergood, Thos, Pendletoti, near Manch, Gent. Feb 28. V. 00d v. Hep- 
worth, V. C. Stuart. 

Tewsley, Jas, Church-row, Newington Butts. Feb 19, 0, M. Cameron’s 
Céal pany v. emer MLR, 

'UESDAY, Jan. 27, 1863, 
Bull, John, Checkley, binttord. Feb 24. Beech 9: Gosling, 2 satan 
Green, Edw Bernard, Tonbridge Wells. Ang !. Green 9. Spence, Vv. c. 


Wood. - 
Laghets Eilen, Masborough, York, Widow. Feb 14. Mellors\#, Thompson, 
MLR. 


Parry, Thos, Carmarthen, Solicitor, Feb 23. Davies 0, Parry, M.R. 
Assignntents for Beneht of Creditors, 
TuEspaY, Jan. 27, 1863. 


Bronghten, Jas, Leeds, Tailor. Dec 31. Middleton & Son, Leeds, 
Rainfo , Caiatopher, Wetherby, York, Victualler. Jan 17. Coates & 
Son, e 


Derds segusioons pursuant to Bankruptep et, 1861, 


Farmar, Jan. 23, 1863. 
Besant, Christopher, Weymouth, Shipbuilder. Jan 19, Cony; Jan i. 
’ Asst. Reg Jan yan 20. 


Doct, att | Setecean Daten or. Dee 2 Comp. eg Jan 22. 
Carter, John John Quartly, Gt Portland-st, Millizer. . Jan : 


Geeta, Chan Chas, Stony Stratford, Intikeeper. Jan3. Asst, raptors 
Ellison, Hy, Swindon, Innkeeper. Dec 31. Conv, uy 
Fletcher, Sarah, Beaulieu, Hants, linkeeper. Dec 20. Conv, Reg Jan 17, 
George, Aaron, Gt Yarmouth, Fisiting Merchant. Jan2, Asst. Reg 


Jan 
~ Mbt, * eeaaed hse? Northampton, Grocer. Jan 12. Asst. 
Jan 21. 


5 i bs we phe pracd Meng peg Jan 21. phe had 
° et rn foe Fray lane, London, Tavern } Se Asst. 
Senge Foi 
Rehd, & Geo John Hewish, Hertford, Tailors. iv 3. Com. 
Reg Jan 7 
Hulse, Wm, New Basford, Notts, Grocer. Dec 31. Conv. Jan 21. 
Jolliffe, Chas, Newport, Isle of Wight, Tailor, Dec 29, Jan 20 









for 
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Roberts Jo, Knightsbridge, Shawl Manufacturer. Jan 15. Assit Auk.“ Reg 
Seliay, Baw Edw Chas, Burnham, Commercial Traveller. Jan 17. a 


Reg 
Saunders, Win Brooke, Bol Se. Ne 
Tobin, — Birkenhead, ‘Window B Bitd Mavitfos urer, ray Seer. 


wale in ich Lpool, Flour Déalet. Dec 30. Conv. Rog Jan 21. 

Warm. 4 mae Said, David Seaith, & Robinson Smith, Burtléy, 
Wh oie, ‘thes, Seanad fokér. Jaén 7. Asst. Jan 22, 
Yeoman, Walter, East Knoyle, Wilts, Yeoman, name Dee 37. ny, Be yenst: 


Torspay, Jan. 27; 1863. 
a , John, Heckmondwicke, Blanket Manufacturer. Jan 3. Gonv. 
Jan 
Bax, bm) Tay’ s-lane, Tooley-st, Corn Merchant. Jan 22. Asst. Reg 


Jan 
eae Wateringbury, Kent, Timber Merchant; Dec 29. Asdét, 


Evans, Jas, jun, Swansea, Grocer. Jan 8, Reg Jan 
Gashiou, Saml, Lower-st, Islington, Purvitess Di Dealer. yan th. Comp. 


Green, Austin, Birm » Draper. Dee 27. ai 
Gulleyes, Geo, & & John Kenmure Gulleyes, Cardi Gardtf, Biockmaicers, Dec i. 


Jenkin, Devi ern es faaien toes ieGeni ‘gers tak eal 4 
ma, wansea, Inn v. jan 24, 
banat og a Hy Wm Wigham, Birm, Dealers in Wines. Dee 17. 


 titp Maker. Jan 22. Comp. Reg Jan 23. 
J r. Dec 3l, Asst. Jan 24. 
se ie ea Middix, Gent. Jan ig ‘Asst. Jan 
sae Wilts, Pub! Dec 29. Asst. Reg Jan 
pent t, Jan 2. toe Reg Jan 27. 
Reade, Compton, 's-inn-fields, Gent, Jan 16. Cony, Reg ‘co 26. 
i Me yoy st, Cavendish-sq, Sclicitor, Dec 30. Asst. 


Robinson, John, Batley, York, Rag Merchant. Jan 15, Comp. inkefoe and 
Harri oe Mw fats 3 Wn yo 
ottingham, Lace Mesthttarens Asst, Reg Jan 24, . 


Asst. Reg Jan 
Taylor, John, Dubay, Grocer. Jail. Asst. Reg Jan 
Watts, Jas, nm, Lancstr, Draper. Dec 3\. Asst. oe Jan 26, 
Willlams, ~y oP Ginger Beér Manufacturer. Jan 7. 


Comp, Reg Jan 
Bankriyts. 
Faway, Jan, 23, 1863. 
To Surrender in London. 
Deen. Chas Barnet, Tailor. Jan 17. Feb 10 at 1. Aldridge & 


re wa, Hy, yon iter, Watchmaker, Pet Jan 19. Feb5 atl. Wells, 
-8' 
iter, Hy, King William-st, Lon Tobacconist. Pét Jan21. Feb 
ME en iad fe 
08, st, wai Jewelle: Pet Jan 1 
bat 2. oe Besinghall-st” “sa 
om, a Wm, Princes-st, Drury-lane, Midas, Surveyor. Jan21. Feb10 
Contests, Fean Bucks, not a trader. Jan 19. Feb 10 at 11, Lawraned & 
Co, Old chambers. 
Cottre:l, Mark, Brick-lane Bethnal motes, Fishmonger. Pet Jan 19. Feb 


Dawson, Thos, Wansford, ee Macher. Pet Jan 21. Feb 
10 at 4. Wright & Bonner 

Dixon, Anthony W Water-lane, pat Ship Broker. Pet Jan 16. 
Feb 8 at 12. Hare, Old Jewry. 

ey Sno, Blackheath-rd, Greenwich, Outfitter. Pet Jan 20. Feb 10 
Frost, Giles, Vest Ham, Baker. > aca Feb 10at12. Anderson & 
Stanford, Gt 





Bedford-ro 
Glover, Edwin Walter, & Jas oe Douleett, Laté-iene, , Leather 
Dressers. Pet Jan 12. Feb 16 at 2. Thomson & Son, 
Goose, Rot, East-st, Wal h, Pork Butch Pet Jan $2. Fed 5 at 3. 
Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Fredk Southampton-st, Pentonville, Grocer. Pet Jan 20. 


lles, 
Feb 10 at-1, Reed & Reed, Guildhall-chmbrs. 
Rbt; Bast G Grinstead, Miller. PetJan 19. Feb3at2. Smith & 


me ge Fawin, "Edgerare-r, out of business. Pet Jan 19. Feb 10 at 


FE gg moet st, Saddler. Pet Jani9. Feb 1@at 12, 
Fraser & May, Dean-st, Soho, 

Landon, Chas Kehd, Vigo-st, Middx, Woollen Draper. Pet Jan 2. Feb 10 
at 2. Flax & Argies, Jane. 

London, Daniel, Star-st, Paddington, Carpenter. Pet Jan 19. Feb 3 at 1. 
Marylebone-rd. 

rey oda ybnpentmenes Pet Jan 16 (for pau). 

at Aldridige. 
- ee at Jane, Bethnall-green, Trimming Manufacturer. Jan 
Wm, Pentonville-rd, Middx, out of business. Pet Jan 19. Feb 10 


atil. 
, Thos, Panting, mercial-rd, Lambeth, Carmen. 

Jan 19. reser Searth’ Nos as i 7” 
Riss, Rraest Punsinane Was, Su -st, Tottenham-court-rd, Artist Painter. 
Rowcliffe, 1st, Midas, Beker: Pot Jan 21. Feb3 atl. 

r, Ed D Pall Mall, Picture Dealer, Pet Jan 17. Feb 8 at 19. 

» Gray's-inn-aq. 
om, ate a hi Pet 
pl; Notting-hill, Builder. Pet Jan 19, Feb 3 





ras 





seme vonenecnrinemeinn means ae 
Thomas, W: Wm By, bridge; Greenies, Furiiiete Deiite, lee 
rie, ome aa aE 
eae ee 
Williams, David Geo, Thomas, orough, Dining Room Keer, 
Jan 20. mee fay toy yee 
2 





Daniel, Fore-st, out of business. Pet Jan 20 (for pan). Feb 3 at 
Wynn, Frak Geo, Bigckfriars-rd, Leather Seller. Pet Jan90, Feb 10 4t 
Randell, Gracechureh- 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Bhaw, Wan, Worcester, out of basiness Pet Jan 19. Birm Feb 2 at-1%, 


Beles. Hebd, Brown, Losel, Soda Water Raneapent. Jan 15. Loos, 

Lpool, Merchant. Pet Jan 9. Lpool, Feb 5 at 12. Evans. 
Caldwell, Sam, Birm,Tailor. PetJan2i. Birm,Feb.9.at12, Walter, 
bapert Jeon, Shoemaker. Pet Jan 19. Halifax, Feb 12 at 10. 
cals aaa tht Pm ny 
Cargill, Jno Hy, Kirkdale, out of tec pe Pot Jan 19, Lpdol, Feb 9 abd 
Cart, Jo, ate, Traveig Draper Pet Jan 18, Manéh, Feb 2 at ii. 
Coskhit eeoph, E Rast Rottord, Oopam Agent. Pet Jan 21. East Retford, 


Feb 4 at 10. Marshall, 
Cox, Wm, London-rd, Ton Wells, out of business. Pet Jan 16. Ton- 
bridge Trustram, Tonbridge-Wélils, and 


Wells, Jan 30 at 12, Srralse & 
| cage Painter. Pet Jan 17. Manch, Feb 9 at 9.30. Gartside 
Dawes, Alfred, Trowbridge, Draper. Pet Jan% Bristol, Feb6 at 11, 


Bevan & Co, Bsistol. 
Earnshaw, Rehd, Depectes, Vath, Fesmen, Pet Jan 20. Leeds, Feb 5 
at ll. Carle & Tempe 
Edmunds, Jno, aoe te Fruit. Pet Nov 7, Swansea, Feb 4 
at3. Tri came 
Eling, Chas, out of business. Jan 16. Lpool; Feb 4 at 11. Turner, 


Freeman, Amos, Whittington, Derby, Labourer. Jan 15. Shetield, Feb 
7 at 10. en 
, Clement Ni Timber Merchant. Pet Jan 


19. Norwich, Feb 2 at 11, Saddy 
rention Builder. Pet Jan 17. Oh TemhaeetisD 8 


Gedge, Thos, Gt Yarmouth, 
at il. ee oa ion ie. 
Hadawa os Dixon, Ni Shields, Collector 
Neweastie-upon-Tyne, Feb § at 12.20. Riess, , 
Hadley, “Bea, Bi Birm, Carpenter. Pet Jan 19, Birm, at 10. 
rm. 
Thos, Portsea, house Keeper. Pet Jan 20. Portsmouth, 

Hees ait Paffard, 


eslop, Thos, Bishopwearmouth, Butcher. Oct 15. Dirham, Feb 1d at. 
12. Graham, Sunderland. ; Geen d as 
Hig ; Ebenezer , Nottingham, Malate. Pet Jan 2. Nottingham, Feb 
tii. 
Hi, Thos, see Beergeller. Jan 16, Stoke-npon-Trent, 
Feb 7 af 11. Litehneld, Newcastle-under-Lyme. 
Hilless, Jas, Bourn, Lincoln, Tailor. Pet Jan 20. Bourn, Feb 6 at 12. 
i, ie tal, Engineer. Pet Jan 21. Bristol, Feb 6 af 11. 
Hajnes, BM, Gress Yarmouth, z. Pel Jan 20, Great Yariiouth, . 
atl. Cufaude, Great Yarmou 
Honey, Philip, Devon, Farmer. Pet Jan 19. Bideford, Féb 4 at3. Hold, 


Hiscock, Rehd, Bristol 
Plummer, Bristol. 
Hutcheson, Jas, Temetton Folio, Dévon, Farmer. Jéi14, Eddt Stone- 


house, Feb 4 
Ireland, Jno, Ken Farmer. Pet Jan 20. be bgrie fi el” npted 
Senn. on Ghani aarp upon- 


barns S thes, Pontypool, M pte 5. Bristol, Febé 


Kendal, Wn deckain actata, Chacha i eran Gy eal Rochester ,, 
t 
Kilroy, Michadl, Ti en Pét Jan 19. Birm, March dat (0, 


Leigh, Bassett Edw, Lpool, Victualler. Pet Jan 19. Lpool, FeO 9 at it 
Lowe, Matthew, Weiverhacapton, Grocer. Pet Jan 19, Birm, Feb@ at 
Maries, 7S, Semen ees eae Pot Jan 22, Sheffield, Feb 11 at 
EX: » Wan, Stroud, Loney Clg Pet Jai 20. Stroud, Feb 13 

chide, Ones, Beet ton-on-Teme, Builder, Jan 19. Birm, Fe 2 at 


vs, ecoy, Chas Rot, West Boro’, HR Hise Pot Jan 20, 4 


sie, Fob a 

Sakoanen nent Scie 
ae ne uy Pte. Pet Jan 22. 

PR ter ry Newton Abbot 1b, Feb 2 ati. 

Robinson, Jno, Frovislon Desire Per Jan 40. Maneh, Feb 4 


Kies, Geo, Stokenchureh Giana, Chale’ ‘Purse Pet Jan 8 (for pau). 


suey an, Cate Salas Dent Cope Carpenter, Pet Jan 13. Wimborne 
be rg ons, is. cay 
bar gn , Shopkeeper. Derby,’ 
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Smith, Geo, Northam n, Garant Pet Jan. 19. $Werthampton, Feb 
Zati0. Shield & ite, Northampton. 

Smith, Jas, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Pet Jan 20. Nottingham, 
Feb 25 at 11, Wood, Nottingham. 

Smith, Stephén, Kirmington, Lincoln, Brick Maker. Pet Jan M4. Brigg, 
Feb 4at ii. Pettingell, Kingston-upon-Hull, 

Squires, Jno, Foul-bridge, near Carlisle Pet Jan 19. Carlisle, Feb 26 at 
10, Wannop, le. 

Steel, Jno, Kinniside, St Bees, Cumberland, Farmer. Pet Jan 13. New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, Feb 3 at 11,30. Griffith & Crighton, Newcastle-on- 
Tyne. ‘ 

Stewart, Jno, Lpool, Clerk. Pet Jan 15. Lpool, Feb 2 at 3. Blackhurst 

Lpool. 

Stocton, Jos, jun, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Farmer, Pet Jan 19. Birm, 
Feb 6 at 12. James & Co, Birm. 

Syers, Jno Milne, Lpool, Oil Refiner. Pet Jan 20. Lpool, Feb 5 at 11. 
Morris, Lpool. 

Sykes, Wm. Lpool, Hawker, Pet Jan9. Feb 5 at 3. Thornley, Lpool. 

Thomson, Jas Day Collis, Lpoot, Dealer in Paraffin Oil. Pet Jan }9. 
Lpool, Feb 3 at 11. Pemberton, Lpool. 

Trevor, Jno, Birm, out of business. Pet Jan 21. Birm, March 2 at 10. 
Parry, Birm. 

Turrell, Geo Harland, Earlsham, Suffolk, Farmer. Pet Jan 19. Fram- 

lingham, Feb 9 at 2. Read, Halesworth. 

Turner, Rehd, Netherton, Boiler Maker, Pet Jan 19, Birm, Feb 6 at 12, 


Warminton, Dudley. 
Pet Jan 19, Lincoln, Feb 4 at 11. 


y: 
Watson, Jno, Lincoln, ‘Sadler. 
& Son, Lincoln. 
Wils6n, Jno Seaton, North Newbald, York, Foreman of Works. Pet Jan 
16. Hull, Jan 30at tl. Eaton & Beilby, Hull. 
Worton, Benj, Birm, Edge Tool Maker, Pet Jan 19. Birm, March 2 at 
10. Assinder, Birm. 
Tuespay, Jan. 27, 1863. 
To Surrender in London. 
Ball, Agnes, High-st, Shoreditch, Mantle Maker. Pet Jan 23. Feb 10 at 
2. Bartley, Bartlett’s-bidgs. 
Beesley, Hy, Southampton, Hatter. Pet Jan.23. Feb 12 at 12. 
son & Son, Bouverie-st, London, and Mackey, Southampton. 
Belcher, Geo, Reading, Shopman. Pet Jan 22, Feb 14 at 11. 


ieman-st, 

Brind, Wm, Mill-wall, Poplar, Butcher. Pet Jan 23 (for pau). 
at2. Aldridge. 

Bristow, Geo, South Kensington, Dealer in Wines. Pet Jan 19. Feb 10 
at 12. Murray, Great St Helen’s. 

Child, Alfred Williams, Mildmay-rd, Islington, Comm Agent. Pet Jan2 
(for pau). Feb 10 at2. Aldridge & Bromley, 

Cumming, Jno, all-st, Merchant. Pet Jan 16. Feb 12. at 12, 
Rae, Mincing-lane. 

Dickenson, Jno, jun, Bloomfield-st North, Kingsland, outof business. Pet 
Jan2\, Febi2ati1l. Porter, Coleman-st. 

Fast, Humphrey, Old Gravel-lane, St George’s-in-the-East, Carpenter. 
Pet Jan 22 (for pau). Febl0ati. Aldridge & Bromley. 

Eccleston. Wm, Westham-lane, Essex,Grocer. Pet Jan 19. Feb 14 at 11, 
King, College-hill. 

Fiveash, Hy, Aldersgate-st, Hotel Keeper. Pet Jan 23. Feb 14 at 11. 
Grane & Co, Bedford-row. 

Forster, Fredk, Church-st, Stoke Newington, Artist. Pet Jan 23 (for pau). 
Feb 12 gs li, Aldridge. 

Gregory, F Herries, Cheapside, Merchant. Pet Jan 21. Feb 14 at 
12. Pacers & Co, Bread-st. 

Hall, Wm Augustus, Little Anight Rider-st, London, Manufacturer of Silk. 
Pet Jan 24, Feb 12 at!. Reed & Reed, Guildhall-chmbrs. 

Harris, hd Chelsea, Artist. Pet Jan 22. Feb 12 at 12, Smith, Lincoln’s- 
inn -fiel 

Hewitt, Jno, Hall Park, Paddington, out of business. Pet Jan 23. Feb 
10at2. Aldridge & Bromley. 

Lawrence, Jno Jas, White Hart st, Kennington-rd, of no occupation. Pet 
Jan 24; Feb 14 atl. Dean, New Broad-st. 

Littlejohn, Peter, Lansdowne- pl, Brunswick-sq, Commercial Clerk. Pet 
Jan 20. Feb 14 at-ll. Catchpole, Great Tower-st. 

Mead, Fredk Tudor, Writtle, Essex, out of business. Pet Jan22. Feb 10 
at |. Preston & Dorman, Gresham-st. 

Noble, Jno, Douglas-pl, East Greenwich, Master Fisherman. 
Feb 10 at 2. Chipperfield, Trinity-st. 

Pitcher, Chas, Leith-house, Kilburn, Money Agent. Pet Jan 23. 

Pet Jan 24. 


Brown 


Pater- 
Peverley, 
Feb 10 


Pet Jan 24, 


Feb 10 
ati2. Roberts, Spring-gardens. 

Prime. Jacob, Litde Chishiil, Essex, ga Feb 10 at 2, 
Goodwin & Pickett, King’s-bench-wal 

Purr, Wm Watts, Stowmarket, Tronnmonger. . Pet Jan 20. Feb 10 at 12, 
Walter & Modjen, South y: e 

Rogers, Hy, Camb -rd,, Mile- end, Dairyman, Pet Jan 23 (for pau). 
Febi2atil. Aldridge, 

oe Rehd, Evelyn-st, Deptford, Wheelwright. Jan 19. Feb 14 at 12. 
Aldri 

Slater, Wm, Ponderson-gardens, Bethnal-green-rd, Umbrella Maker. 
Pet Jan 22 (for pau). Feb 14at 12. Aldridge. 

Steward, Jno, Stokesby, Norfolk, Horse Dealer, Jan 16. Feb 10 at 12. 
Aldridge. 

Syer, Jee George-st,, Reeeesien, Cabinet Maker. Pet Jan 22, Feb 

atl 

Tarte, Wm, Tothill- st, Westminster, ot Merchant. Pet Jan 26. Fob 10 
atl. Harrison & Lewis, Old 
estlake, Jas, North-pl, waa, Wheelwright. Pet Jan 19. Feb 14 at 1, 
Lewis, ‘Raymond-buildings 

Wilkins, Daniel Spencer, Nelson- “Sq, Southwark, General Agent. 
22. Feb 14 at 12. Neal Pinners’ Hall. 

Wilson Jas, Plumstead-rd, Carpenter. Jan 19. Feb 10 at 11. 


To Surrender in the Conntry. 
Abram. Elizabeth Jewison, or ye Spinster. Pet Jan 23. Manch 


Eeb 12 at 11. Henwood, Ma 
Biines, Geo, Cowfold, Sussex, Scipeinasety Pet Jan 17. Cuckfield, Feb 
Pet Jan 19. New- 





Pet Jan 
Aldridge. 


2 at 12:30, Goodman, Brighton 
Barnett, Jno, Newtown, Mont ¥, ont of busi 
town, Feb 9 ac ll. Jones, Newtown. 
Bolton, Jas Barrow, Lancaster, Butcher, Pet den a Manch, Feb 40 at 
3%. Sale & ©, Manch, 
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ee 


Boyie, Wi, Sehee, Merchant's Clerk. Pet Jan 23. Manch, Feb 9 at 12, 
El h. 
Brierly, Hy, Halifax, Wood Turner. Pet Jan 23, Halifax, Feb 12 at 10. 
Jubb, Halifax. 
Broomhall, Edmund, Ecklington, Worcester, Butcher. Pet Jan 15. Per- 
shore, Feb 24at 11. Wilson, Worcester. 
Browne, Jno, Llanddulas, Denbigh, Farmer, Pet Jan 24. Lpool, Feb 10 
at !. Harrison, Holywell. 
Buxton, Joseph, Manch, out of business. Pet Jan17, Salford, Feb 7 at 10. 
Swan, Manch. 
Cleares, Rbt,sen, Shelnetham, Suffolk, Fowl Dealer. Pet Jan 1. Thet- 
ford, Feb 10 at 11. Walpole, Beyton 
Dockeray, Isaac, Brigham, Cumberland, Innkeeper- Pet Jan 19. Cocker- 
mouth, Feb9 at 3. Hayton, Cockermouth. 
Edwards, Jno, Bridgnorth, Butcher. Pet Jan22. Birm, Feb 9 at 12. 
Burbury, Bewdley, and Assinder, Birm. é 
Follett, Roncklieffe, Bristol, Miller. Pet Jan 23. Bristol, Jan6 at 11. 
Bevan & Co, Bristol. 
Foothea. Hy, Hugh, Nottingham, Wholesale Millitier, Pet Jan 22; Not- 
tingham, Feb 25 at 11. Brown, Nottingham. 
Gabrielsen, Gabriel Pincuss, Lpool, Importer of Foreign Merchandise. Pet 
Jan 24. Lpool, Feb 10 ati2: Evans & Co, Lpool. 
Goode, Wm, Lpool, Milliner. Pet Jan 23, Lpool,Feb 9 at 11. Tyrer, 
Lpool. 
one. Saml Joseph, Milton-next-Gravesend, Schoolmaster. PetJan 23. 
Gravesend, Feb7 at 11. Sharland, Gravesend. 
Greenbury, Wm, Kingston-u -Huil, Joiner. Pet Jan 22. Kingston- 
upon-Hull, Feb 11 at 12. Spurr & Richardson, Hull. 
Hardaker, Saml, Pudsey, near Leeds, Tea Dealer. Pet Jan 16 (for pau). 
Bradford, Feb 17 at 10. 30. Haigh, Huddersfield 
Heptonstall, Chas, Kirkburton, Stay Manufacturer. Pet Jan *. Leeds, 
Feb 12 at 11. Curis & Tempest, Leeds, 
Hollingworth, John Rushby, Gt Grimsby, Grocer. Jan 19, Gt Grimsby, 
Feb 13 at 11. Brown & Son, Lincoln. 
Hutchinson, Ann, Hindley, near Wigan, Beer Seller. Pet Jan22. Manch, 
Feb 13 atll. Gardner, Manch, 
Hyde, Geo, Broughton, Lancaster, Joiner. Pet Jan19. Salford, Feb 7 
at 10, Andrew, Manch. 
Kennedy, David, Sneinton, Drapes s i aa Pet Jan 23. Nottingham, 
Feb 25 at il. Smith, Notti 
Knight, John, Alton, Hants, Tallon. Pet Jan 15. Alton, Feb 9 atl. 
Paffard, Portsea, 
Lewis, Chas, Gellygaer, Glamorgan, Victualler. Pet Jan 28, “Merthyr 
Tydfil, Feb 7 at tie Simons, Merthyr Tydfil. 
Malley, sia Manch, Grocer. Pet Jan 21, Manch, Feb 10 at 11. Leigh, 
Marchant Edw, Heighington, Lincoln, Wheelwright, Pet Jan24. Lin- 
coln, Feb 9 at 11. Brown & Son, Lincoln. 
Martin, John, Market Harborough, Cabinet Maker. Pet Jan 23. Market 
Harborough, Feb 10 at 10. Douglas, Market Harborough. 
Meays, Jno, Cunisbrough, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 24. Sheffield, Feb 14 at 
bee Nicholson & Saunders, Wath-npon-Dearne, and Smith & Burdekin, 
Melhuish, “300, Clifton, Bristol, Saddler. Pet Jan 24. Bristol, Feb 13 at 
12. . Sabi 
Murgatroyd, Jno, Idle, York, Woollen Masufacturer. Pet Jan 22. Leeds, 
Feb 9 atll. Clarke, Leeds. 
Paul, _ Lpool, Grocer. Pet Jan 22. Lpool, Feb 6 at ll. Atkinson & 
Bartle’ 
Pearson. "Fre k, Nottingham, Machine Agent, PetJan22. Nottingham, 
Feb 25 at11. Payne, Nottingham, 
Pearson, Wm, Coxhoe, Durham, en +h gemenctpe se Pet Jan 20. Dur- 
ham, Feb 11 at-12. Brignal, D: 
Scamell, Thos, Twyford, Hampahire Taakeshed. Pet Jan 23, Winchester, 
Feb7 at ll. Wells, M 
page Chas, Lpool, Waiter. Pet Jan 20. Lpool, Feb 10 at 3. Henry. 
pool. 
ae Chas, Melbourne, Derby, Builder. Pet Jan 15, Lpool, Feb 4 
at il 
siswick, Mary Ann, Almondbary, York, mes Grinder. Pet Jan 16. Hud- 
derfield, Feb 12 at 10. Drake, Huddersfi 
Smith, Wm, Poynton, & Wm Brown Wiecedes: Sheffield, Razor Manu- 
' facturers. Pet Jau 22. Sheffield, Feb 14 at 10. Broadbent, Shetfieid. 
Swaine, Saml, Barnsley, Boot Maker. Petdan 20. Barnsley, Feb 7 at 
2. Hamer, Barnsley. 
Tarrant, Jno Russell, Hants, Cabinet Maker. Pet Jan 21. Portsmouth, 
Feb 9at il. Paffard, Portsea. ‘ 
or Geo Wm, Bristol, Marble Mason. Dec 13. Bristol, Feb 13 at 12. 
ttan. 
Tipper, Kalph, Lpool, Dealer in Earthenware. Pet Jan 23. Lpool, Feb 
11 at 3. Hughes, Lpool. 
Wadland, Wm Jno, Kingston-upon-Hull, Butcher. Pet Jan 21. Kingston: 
upon-Hull, Feb 11 at 12. Chester, Hull, 
Wainwright, Jas, Chapel-en-le-Frith, Derby, Labourer. Pet Jan 13. 
Chapel-en-le-Frith, Feb 9 at 10. Fox, Manch. . 
Walraven, Lambrecht, Sheffield, Commission Agent. Pet Jan 20 (for pau). 
Sheffield, Feb.11 at 2. Mason, York. 
ese Geo Thos, Bristol, Victualler. Pet Jan 24, Bristol, Feb 1% at 
Whitehead, Jno, Newmillerdam, York, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 23. Wakefield, 
Feb 7 at 11, Harrisun & Smith, Wakefield. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Fatpay, Jan. 23, 1863, 
Rawlins, Jno, Foley-pl, Oxford-st, Coach Maker, Jan 23. 
Tuespay, Jan. 27, 1863. 
Peters, Jas, Launceston, Tasmania, Merchant. Jan 24, 





BLN KRUPTCIES I IN IRELAND. 


Kelly, James, Ballyshannon, Donegal, Gi Grocer. Tosurr Feb’ and 20. 
were Peter, Borris-in-Ossory, Queen’ 's County, Farmer. To surr Feb - 
and 24. 
M‘Donnell, Charles, Michael M‘Donnell, Kilrash, Clare, Merchants, 
To surr Feb 6 and 2 
Scully, James, Belfast, Pluinber, To surr Feb 6 and 24. 








